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November 20, 2017 

 

Joshua Winchell 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

National Wildlife Refuge System 

5275 Leesburg Pike 

Falls Church, VA 22041-3803 

 

RE: International Wildlife Conservation Council Establishment; Request 

for Nominations 

Dear Mr. Winchell, 

 

On behalf of our more than two million supporters in the United States, 

the International Fund for Animal Welfare (IFAW) respectfully submits 

these comments for consideration, regarding the proposed formation of 

the International Wildlife Conservation Council (IWCC) (82 FR 51857, 

Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). 

In short, we object to the assumption underlying this proposal—that 

promotion of sport hunting should be the focus of such a committee—

and believe that it is inconsistent with the mission of the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service (USFWS), as well as the letter and spirit of the Federal 

Advisory Council Act (FACA) (PL 92-463). We urge the Service to 

reevaluate and reformulate its proposal with an eye toward achieving 

positive conservation and welfare outcomes for wildlife, people, and the 

planet. 

We are deeply concerned that scientists and other legitimate conservation 
experts will be marginalized in favor of pro-hunting interests. FACA 
states that agencies shall require “the membership of the advisory 
committee to be fairly balanced in terms of the points of view represented 
and the functions to be performed by the advisory committee” and 
ensure that “the advice and recommendations of the advisory committee 
will not be inappropriately influenced by the appointing authority or by 
any special interest, but will instead be the result of the advisory 
committee’s independent judgment.” Contrary to these requirements, the 
Federal Register notice clearly directs this council to arrive at a foregone 
conclusion: namely, that international trophy hunting by Americans 
brings “conservation, wildlife law enforcement, and economic benefits”  
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and pays dividends for “anti-poaching and illegal wildlife trafficking programs.” This mandate 

directly benefits a special interest—the trophy hunting industry—which will have numerous 

representatives among the council members; as outlined in the notice, American hunters, the 

firearms and ammunition manufacturing industries, sport-hunting guides and outfitters, and the 

archery and hunting sports industries will be represented. All of these are plainly “special interests” 

with the shared goal of hunting foreign species and importing them to the United States. Particularly 

egregious is the inclusion of the firearms and ammunition manufacturing industry, which has no 

demonstrated expertise in conservation science, and which has a clear interest in maximizing sales of 

products used to kill wildlife, regardless of ecological implications. 

Establishment of this council also undermines the FACA requirement that the agency determine 

“whether the functions of the proposed advisory committee are being or could be performed by one 

or more agencies or by an advisory committee already in existence, or by enlarging the mandate of 

an existing advisory committee.” The existing Wildlife and Hunting Heritage Conservation Council 

can and does routinely discuss international hunting topics. Moreover, the notice says that the 

IWCC will address wildlife trafficking and poaching issues, but the Administration recently 

disbanded the Advisory Council on Wildlife Trafficking (ACWT), a well-regarded body which 

helped USFWS and other agencies achieve major successes in this arena. It would have been more 

reasonable to ask the ACWT for expanded guidance on trophy hunting, rather than to formulate an 

entirely new council with a clear mandate to favor trophy hunting interests. That the Administration 

chose not to do so calls into question its sincerity about addressing wildlife trafficking and poaching.  

We are also troubled by the council’s directives to explore ways to streamline consultations with 

range states and to review “the Endangered Species Act’s foreign listed species and interaction with 

the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Flora and Fauna, with the 

goal of eliminating regulatory duplications; and recommending methods for streamlining/expediting 

the process of import permits.” This language is remarkably similar to talking points promulgated by 

the trophy hunting industry, which underpin legislation such as the SAVES Act (H.R.2603) and 

other efforts to strip protections for foreign species listed under the ESA. Import restrictions and 

thorough vetting of foreign wildlife management agencies are the primary methods by which the 

ESA safeguards threatened and endangered species overseas. This Administration has made it 

abundantly clear that it does not rely on foreign nations’ scientific or policy judgments, yet this 

council’s stated aim rests on an assumption that range states provide adequate data on wildlife 

management, which would seem to run counter to the Administration’s broader foreign policy 

stance. In point of fact, the data in support of trophy hunting’s economic or conservation benefits is 

remarkably thin and unsubstantiated. The Administration’s budget proposals transparently aim to 

reduce USFWS resources including the number of staff available for permit reviews and ESA 

consultations, which, coupled with this council’s mandate, amount to asking the agency to “do less 

with less,” a position that makes true wildlife conservation untenable.  

It is well established that advisory councils must be in the public interest. The Department of 

Interior is making sweeping assumptions in the creation of this council that trophy hunting 
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inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, 

and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife 

and wildlife populations. Noticeably absent from the agency’s proposal is a commitment to science-

based decision-making or consideration of the public’s broad opposition. In fact, according to a 

nationwide poll conducted in May 2017 by the Beekeeper Group, 87% of Americans do not support 

trophy hunting of endangered species.  

Given the controversy surrounding this proposed council’s direction and composition, it is clear that 

forming the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council would be an unwanted use of 

public resources and should therefore be reevaluated. If a new advisory council is to be created, it 

should be one that advises on the promotion of best practices for conservation and animal welfare 

around the globe, whose membership reflects a true cross-section of expertise in this area.   

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposal and we look forward to your response. 

Sincerely, 

 
Jeff Flocken 

Regional Director, North America 
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"sandyg4@hotmail.com" <sandyg4@hotmail.com>

From: "sandyg4@hotmail.com" <sandyg4@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandy Goncarovs sandyg4@hotmail.com US
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"brie1771@hotmail.com" <brie1771@hotmail.com>

From: "brie1771@hotmail.com" <brie1771@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:05:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brianne Klawiter brie1771@hotmail.com AZ
US
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"dobbs_bill@hotmail.com" <dobbs_bill@hotmail.com>

From: "dobbs_bill@hotmail.com" <dobbs_bill@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:03:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bill Dobbs dobbs_bill@hotmail.com US
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"rdhedelson@gmail.com" <rdhedelson@gmail.com>

From: "rdhedelson@gmail.com" <rdhedelson@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:03:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Edelson rdhedelson@gmail.com NY
US
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"Kennerkim@hotmail.col" <Kennerkim@hotmail.col>

From: "Kennerkim@hotmail.col" <Kennerkim@hotmail.col>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:02:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim Kenner Kennerkim@hotmail.col CA
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"Oscarbmann@gmail.com" <Oscarbmann@gmail.com>

From: "Oscarbmann@gmail.com" <Oscarbmann@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:02:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Oscar Mann Oscarbmann@gmail.com IL US
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"pequi_luna@hotmail.com" <pequi_luna@hotmail.com>

From: "pequi_luna@hotmail.com" <pequi_luna@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:01:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gabriela Anabel Díaz
pequi_luna@hotmail.com AR
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"argivehoplite@hotmail.com" <argivehoplite@hotmail.com>

From: "argivehoplite@hotmail.com" <argivehoplite@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:01:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelly Martin argivehoplite@hotmail.com US
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"dipsamit@gmail.com" <dipsamit@gmail.com>

From: "dipsamit@gmail.com" <dipsamit@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:58:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dipali N dipsamit@gmail.com US
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"kenn.jose@comcast.net" <kenn.jose@comcast.net>

From: "kenn.jose@comcast.net" <kenn.jose@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:57:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jose de Arteaga kenn.jose@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tlambert3535@gmail.com" <tlambert3535@gmail.com>

From: "tlambert3535@gmail.com" <tlambert3535@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:53:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Lambert tlambert3535@gmail.com US
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"andreabrough@live.com.au" <andreabrough@live.com.au>

From: "andreabrough@live.com.au" <andreabrough@live.com.au>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:53:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrea Brough andreabrough@live.com.au
AU
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"Mcakos@gmail.com" <Mcakos@gmail.com>

From: "Mcakos@gmail.com" <Mcakos@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:52:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Parthé Mcakos@gmail.com MT US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"numberoneshell@verizon.net" <numberoneshell@verizon.net>

From: "numberoneshell@verizon.net" <numberoneshell@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:52:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rochelle Banks numberoneshell@verizon.net
US
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"Mizgia@hotmail.com" <Mizgia@hotmail.com>

From: "Mizgia@hotmail.com" <Mizgia@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gia Jimenez Mizgia@hotmail.com TX US
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"bill.westerman@outlook.com" <bill.westerman@outlook.com>

From: "bill.westerman@outlook.com" <bill.westerman@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:49:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bill Westerman bill.westerman@outlook.com
AU
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"cmreppucci@gmail.com" <cmreppucci@gmail.com>

From: "cmreppucci@gmail.com" <cmreppucci@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:48:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Reppucci cmreppucci@gmail.com
US
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"rsillasen@student.cscc.edu" <rsillasen@student.cscc.edu>

From: "rsillasen@student.cscc.edu" <rsillasen@student.cscc.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:46:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Becky Sillasen rsillasen@student.cscc.edu
US
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"Dorit335@hotmail.com" <Dorit335@hotmail.com>

From: "Dorit335@hotmail.com" <Dorit335@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:45:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dorit Slotow Dorit335@hotmail.com MA US
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"leslie.pulsipher@gmail.com" <leslie.pulsipher@gmail.com>

From: "leslie.pulsipher@gmail.com" <leslie.pulsipher@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:43:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie Pulsipher leslie.pulsipher@gmail.com
US
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"katesilverwolf711@gmail.com" <katesilverwolf711@gmail.com>

From: "katesilverwolf711@gmail.com" <katesilverwolf711@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:44:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kate Mccutchen
katesilverwolf711@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tpalmgren@ieee.org" <tpalmgren@ieee.org>

From: "tpalmgren@ieee.org" <tpalmgren@ieee.org>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:40:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tris Palmgren tpalmgren@ieee.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vcsmith49@gmail.com" <vcsmith49@gmail.com>

From: "vcsmith49@gmail.com" <vcsmith49@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:38:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Virginia Smith vcsmith49@gmail.com AR US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sndytoes@optonline.net" <sndytoes@optonline.net>

From: "sndytoes@optonline.net" <sndytoes@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:36:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrea Hall sndytoes@optonline.net NJ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ardisskillett@gmail.com" <ardisskillett@gmail.com>

From: "ardisskillett@gmail.com" <ardisskillett@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:36:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ardis Skillett ardisskillett@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jade_melisa@msn.com" <jade_melisa@msn.com>

From: "jade_melisa@msn.com" <jade_melisa@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jade Perry jade_melisa@msn.com AU
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mimaardo@elp.rr.com" <mimaardo@elp.rr.com>

From: "mimaardo@elp.rr.com" <mimaardo@elp.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:34:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marina Ardovinno mimaardo@elp.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sedemacasweet@hotmail.com" <sedemacasweet@hotmail.com>

From: "sedemacasweet@hotmail.com" <sedemacasweet@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:31:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Macarena Pelaez
sedemacasweet@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lise.couturier@hotmail.fr" <lise.couturier@hotmail.fr>

From: "lise.couturier@hotmail.fr" <lise.couturier@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:29:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, couturier lise lise.couturier@hotmail.fr FR
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Bt@smaproperty.com" <Bt@smaproperty.com>

From: "Bt@smaproperty.com" <Bt@smaproperty.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:28:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebekah Totton Bt@smaproperty.com GB
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"cameo1382@gmail.com" <cameo1382@gmail.com>

From: "cameo1382@gmail.com" <cameo1382@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:26:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie Hixson cameo1382@gmail.com TX US
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"Wendy.maxl@networklogic.co.za" <Wendy.maxl@networklogic.co.za>

From: "Wendy.maxl@networklogic.co.za"
<Wendy.maxl@networklogic.co.za>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:25:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wendy.b.maxl@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Herbert Maxl
Wendy.maxl@networklogic.co.za ZA
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"kdisch@suddenlink.net" <kdisch@suddenlink.net>

From: "kdisch@suddenlink.net" <kdisch@suddenlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:26:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Koleta Disch kdisch@suddenlink.net US
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"judelbuckner@gmail.com" <judelbuckner@gmail.com>

From: "judelbuckner@gmail.com" <judelbuckner@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:24:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Buckner judelbuckner@gmail.com US
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"alica.reff@hotmail.com" <alica.reff@hotmail.com>

From: "alica.reff@hotmail.com" <alica.reff@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:24:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alica Kincaid alica.reff@hotmail.com US
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"Wendy.b.maxl@gmail.com" <Wendy.b.maxl@gmail.com>

From: "Wendy.b.maxl@gmail.com" <Wendy.b.maxl@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:24:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wendy.b.maxl@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wendy Maxl Wendy.b.maxl@gmail.com ZA
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"kmoyer@snip.net" <kmoyer@snip.net>

From: "kmoyer@snip.net" <kmoyer@snip.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:22:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ken Moyer kmoyer@snip.net NJ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Jonnyrtw@hotmail.co.uk" <Jonnyrtw@hotmail.co.uk>

From: "Jonnyrtw@hotmail.co.uk" <Jonnyrtw@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jon Barrett Jonnyrtw@hotmail.co.uk GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bbrocies@gmail.com" <bbrocies@gmail.com>

From: "bbrocies@gmail.com" <bbrocies@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:21:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Brocies bbrocies@gmail.com AZ
US
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"sapphiedaffala@optonline.net" <sapphiedaffala@optonline.net>

From: "sapphiedaffala@optonline.net" <sapphiedaffala@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:19:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Suzanne DiResto
sapphiedaffala@optonline.net US
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"valerie.williams@va.gov" <valerie.williams@va.gov>

From: "valerie.williams@va.gov" <valerie.williams@va.gov>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:18:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Valerie Williams valerie.williams@va.gov US
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"carladurkin@msn.com" <carladurkin@msn.com>

From: "carladurkin@msn.com" <carladurkin@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:18:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carla Durkin carladurkin@msn.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"keefitz@gmail.com" <keefitz@gmail.com>

From: "keefitz@gmail.com" <keefitz@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:16:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Fitzpatrick keefitz@gmail.com US
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"s-a-w02@hotmail.fr" <s-a-w02@hotmail.fr>

From: "s-a-w02@hotmail.fr" <s-a-w02@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jess Havez s-a-w02@hotmail.fr FR
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"Laurenedillon@gmail.com" <Laurenedillon@gmail.com>

From: "Laurenedillon@gmail.com" <Laurenedillon@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:14:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lauren Dillon Laurenedillon@gmail.com MA
US
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"wheanyx@gmail.com" <wheanyx@gmail.com>

From: "wheanyx@gmail.com" <wheanyx@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:14:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Randy Mills wheanyx@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ejpdwalker@hotmail.com" <ejpdwalker@hotmail.com>

From: "ejpdwalker@hotmail.com" <ejpdwalker@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:12:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Walker ejpdwalker@hotmail.com
US
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"bermcc13@outlook.com" <bermcc13@outlook.com>

From: "bermcc13@outlook.com" <bermcc13@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:12:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bernadette Kelly bermcc13@outlook.com GB
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"dalestarship@hotmail.com" <dalestarship@hotmail.com>

From: "dalestarship@hotmail.com" <dalestarship@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:12:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, West Smith dalestarship@hotmail.com US
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"emmsss83@gmail.com" <emmsss83@gmail.com>

From: "emmsss83@gmail.com" <emmsss83@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:11:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Emma Stocker emmsss83@gmail.com GB
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"rebecca.frey@mac.com" <rebecca.frey@mac.com>

From: "rebecca.frey@mac.com" <rebecca.frey@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:10:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Frey rebecca.frey@mac.com US
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"Kathy@bgibroker.com.au" <Kathy@bgibroker.com.au>

From: "Kathy@bgibroker.com.au" <Kathy@bgibroker.com.au>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:06:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Calleja Kathy@bgibroker.com.au AU
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"gbcampbell50@gmail.com" <gbcampbell50@gmail.com>

From: "gbcampbell50@gmail.com" <gbcampbell50@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:06:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gregory Campbell gbcampbell50@gmail.com
US
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"mmccarty@twcny.rr.com" <mmccarty@twcny.rr.com>

From: "mmccarty@twcny.rr.com" <mmccarty@twcny.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:05:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matthew Mccarty mmccarty@twcny.rr.com
US
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"kcomes44@gmail.com" <kcomes44@gmail.com>

From: "kcomes44@gmail.com" <kcomes44@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:05:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Comes kcomes44@gmail.com US
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"dunkeltrevor@gmail.com" <dunkeltrevor@gmail.com>

From: "dunkeltrevor@gmail.com" <dunkeltrevor@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:05:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Trevor Dunkel dunkeltrevor@gmail.com WI
US
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dolphnwhale@gmail.com

"mimiswishes@gmail.com" <mimiswishes@gmail.com>

From: "mimiswishes@gmail.com" <mimiswishes@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:03:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: dolphnwhale@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelley Mattocks mimiswishes@gmail.com
GB
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"patches27@comcast.net" <patches27@comcast.net>

From: "patches27@comcast.net" <patches27@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:03:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruth Pusey patches27@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"karenjane16@hotmail.com" <karenjane16@hotmail.com>

From: "karenjane16@hotmail.com" <karenjane16@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:02:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Cooper karenjane16@hotmail.com GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"robin.poppe@co.pine.mn.us" <robin.poppe@co.pine.mn.us>

From: "robin.poppe@co.pine.mn.us" <robin.poppe@co.pine.mn.us>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:02:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Poppe robin.poppe@co.pine.mn.us US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"chocriboo@earthlink.net" <chocriboo@earthlink.net>

From: "chocriboo@earthlink.net" <chocriboo@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:01:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dawn Kosteczko chocriboo@earthlink.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"morgangreer430@gmail.com" <morgangreer430@gmail.com>

From: "morgangreer430@gmail.com" <morgangreer430@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:59:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Morgan Greer morgangreer430@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sophia41@bellsouth.net" <sophia41@bellsouth.net>

From: "sophia41@bellsouth.net" <sophia41@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:58:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sophia Mcallister sophia41@bellsouth.net
US
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"uminocha@gmail.com" <uminocha@gmail.com>

From: "uminocha@gmail.com" <uminocha@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:58:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Udit Minocha uminocha@gmail.com US
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"anikov@hotmail.com" <anikov@hotmail.com>

From: "anikov@hotmail.com" <anikov@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:58:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Aniko van der Lee anikov@hotmail.com CA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sutterbyk@adam.com.au" <sutterbyk@adam.com.au>

From: "sutterbyk@adam.com.au" <sutterbyk@adam.com.au>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:57:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim Sutterby sutterbyk@adam.com.au AU
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"thewildhorsehoof@gmail.com" <thewildhorsehoof@gmail.com>

From: "thewildhorsehoof@gmail.com" <thewildhorsehoof@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:56:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Claudia Beutel thewildhorsehoof@gmail.com
CA US
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"Pambarbour48@gmail.com" <Pambarbour48@gmail.com>

From: "Pambarbour48@gmail.com" <Pambarbour48@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Barbour Pambarbour48@gmail.com
IN US
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"luckyforyou2@hotmail.com" <luckyforyou2@hotmail.com>

From: "luckyforyou2@hotmail.com" <luckyforyou2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:55:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Okragleski
luckyforyou2@hotmail.com MN US
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"Kaz1964@live.com.au" <Kaz1964@live.com.au>

From: "Kaz1964@live.com.au" <Kaz1964@live.com.au>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:54:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Murphy Kaz1964@live.com.au GB
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"silverrose92@hotmail.com" <silverrose92@hotmail.com>

From: "silverrose92@hotmail.com" <silverrose92@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:52:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Irma Odell silverrose92@hotmail.com NY US
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"langehannah26@gmail.com" <langehannah26@gmail.com>

From: "langehannah26@gmail.com" <langehannah26@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:51:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Hannah Lange langehannah26@gmail.com
US
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"donald.olmstead@gmail.com" <donald.olmstead@gmail.com>

From: "donald.olmstead@gmail.com" <donald.olmstead@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:50:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, donald olmstead
donald.olmstead@gmail.com CA US
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"noe208@gmail.com" <noe208@gmail.com>

From: "noe208@gmail.com" <noe208@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:50:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Noemi Garzon Gomez noe208@gmail.com
ES
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"e.b.price@hotmail.com" <e.b.price@hotmail.com>

From: "e.b.price@hotmail.com" <e.b.price@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:49:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Emma Price e.b.price@hotmail.com TX US
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"jobee949@charter.net" <jobee949@charter.net>

From: "jobee949@charter.net" <jobee949@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:49:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, JoEllen Rudolph jobee949@charter.net US
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"colleens78@gmail.com" <colleens78@gmail.com>

From: "colleens78@gmail.com" <colleens78@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Schafer colleens78@gmail.com US
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"debrahj@iinet.com" <debrahj@iinet.com>

From: "debrahj@iinet.com" <debrahj@iinet.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:44:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Judkins debrahj@iinet.com US
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"alejo138@hotmail.com" <alejo138@hotmail.com>

From: "alejo138@hotmail.com" <alejo138@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:45:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jose HernandeZ alejo138@hotmail.com FL
US
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"ronabarela@gmail.com" <ronabarela@gmail.com>

From: "ronabarela@gmail.com" <ronabarela@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:45:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rona Barela ronabarela@gmail.com US
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"sasmetana@att.net" <sasmetana@att.net>

From: "sasmetana@att.net" <sasmetana@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:44:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheryl Smetana sasmetana@att.net US
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"Lois@pajaro.com" <Lois@pajaro.com>

From: "Lois@pajaro.com" <Lois@pajaro.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:43:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lois Olmstead Lois@pajaro.com CA US
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"padreron@verizon.net" <padreron@verizon.net>

From: "padreron@verizon.net" <padreron@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:42:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ronald Lemmert padreron@verizon.net US
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"patfava@att.net" <patfava@att.net>

From: "patfava@att.net" <patfava@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:43:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Fava patfava@att.net US
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"gaddyrobva@gmail.com" <gaddyrobva@gmail.com>

From: "gaddyrobva@gmail.com" <gaddyrobva@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:41:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Gaddy gaddyrobva@gmail.com CA
US
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"reneepenel@hotmail.com" <reneepenel@hotmail.com>

From: "reneepenel@hotmail.com" <reneepenel@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:41:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, penel renee reneepenel@hotmail.com ID FR
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"jessica.rabbit457@gmail.com" <jessica.rabbit457@gmail.com>

From: "jessica.rabbit457@gmail.com" <jessica.rabbit457@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:40:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Pader jessica.rabbit457@gmail.com
US
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"patseltzer9889@gmail.com" <patseltzer9889@gmail.com>

From: "patseltzer9889@gmail.com" <patseltzer9889@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:38:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patrice Seltzer patseltzer9889@gmail.com
CA US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"emfinch500@hotmail.com" <emfinch500@hotmail.com>

From: "emfinch500@hotmail.com" <emfinch500@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:36:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Finch emfinch500@hotmail.com
US
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"loisturnbull@gmail.com" <loisturnbull@gmail.com>

From: "loisturnbull@gmail.com" <loisturnbull@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:37:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lois Turnbull loisturnbull@gmail.com US
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"Pegskenna@gmail.com" <Pegskenna@gmail.com>

From: "Pegskenna@gmail.com" <Pegskenna@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:35:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peggy Kenna Pegskenna@gmail.com IN US
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"lisa.stanfill@c21selectgroup.com" <lisa.stanfill@c21selectgroup.com>

From: "lisa.stanfill@c21selectgroup.com"
<lisa.stanfill@c21selectgroup.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:36:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Stanfill lisa.stanfill@c21selectgroup.com
US
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"nikki.currie@btinternet.com" <nikki.currie@btinternet.com>

From: "nikki.currie@btinternet.com" <nikki.currie@btinternet.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:35:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nikki Currie nikki.currie@btinternet.com GB
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"aliciafreirehidalgo@gmail.com" <aliciafreirehidalgo@gmail.com>

From: "aliciafreirehidalgo@gmail.com" <aliciafreirehidalgo@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:34:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alicia Freire aliciafreirehidalgo@gmail.com
US
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"tomascats11@gmail.com" <tomascats11@gmail.com>

From: "tomascats11@gmail.com" <tomascats11@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:34:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Tomaszewski
tomascats11@gmail.com US
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"bardo175@hotmail.fr" <bardo175@hotmail.fr>

From: "bardo175@hotmail.fr" <bardo175@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:31:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Queste Brigitte bardo175@hotmail.fr FR
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"mib25@web.de" <mib25@web.de>

From: "mib25@web.de" <mib25@web.de>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:31:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Solveig Brown mib25@web.de US
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"Cindy.hicks519@gmail.com" <Cindy.hicks519@gmail.com>

From: "Cindy.hicks519@gmail.com" <Cindy.hicks519@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:30:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Hicks Cindy.hicks519@gmail.com
AZ US
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"link2wink@hotmail.com" <link2wink@hotmail.com>

From: "link2wink@hotmail.com" <link2wink@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:29:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joann Winkhart link2wink@hotmail.com US
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"jardow90@comcast.net" <jardow90@comcast.net>

From: "jardow90@comcast.net" <jardow90@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:29:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, J.R. Downs jardow90@comcast.net US
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"markjmiller@email.com" <markjmiller@email.com>

From: "markjmiller@email.com" <markjmiller@email.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:29:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Miller markjmiller@email.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"annickjd@gmail.com" <annickjd@gmail.com>

From: "annickjd@gmail.com" <annickjd@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:29:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping, inaccurate assumptions
that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side
effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does
more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for
promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific
evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such
evidence is limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the
gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for
conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to
“streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek
“regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking
the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this
council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, A D
annickjd@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"billbill5@verizon.net" <billbill5@verizon.net>

From: "billbill5@verizon.net" <billbill5@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:28:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, William Motiel billbill5@verizon.net US
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"childress.sherry@gmail.com" <childress.sherry@gmail.com>

From: "childress.sherry@gmail.com" <childress.sherry@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:27:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sherry Childress childress.sherry@gmail.com
US
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"dendress10@gmail.com" <dendress10@gmail.com>

From: "dendress10@gmail.com" <dendress10@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:26:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Daphne Endress dendress10@gmail.com US
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"mhughes0379@gmail.com" <mhughes0379@gmail.com>

From: "mhughes0379@gmail.com" <mhughes0379@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:26:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Hughes mhughes0379@gmail.com US
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"0255tessa@gmail.com" <0255tessa@gmail.com>

From: "0255tessa@gmail.com" <0255tessa@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:26:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teri Pearson 0255tessa@gmail.com US
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"mom@phenster.com" <mom@phenster.com>

From: "mom@phenster.com" <mom@phenster.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:25:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, michaelain kanzer mom@phenster.com US
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"elised1@mac.com" <elised1@mac.com>

From: "elised1@mac.com" <elised1@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:25:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elise Kline elised1@mac.com US
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"o09dubo@alum.siena.edu" <o09dubo@alum.siena.edu>

From: "o09dubo@alum.siena.edu" <o09dubo@alum.siena.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:24:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Olivia Dubourg o09dubo@alum.siena.edu US
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"jono.chuang@gmail.com" <jono.chuang@gmail.com>

From: "jono.chuang@gmail.com" <jono.chuang@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:22:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jonathan chuang jono.chuang@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tsleek@gwi.net" <tsleek@gwi.net>

From: "tsleek@gwi.net" <tsleek@gwi.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:22:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to creation of the so-called International Wildlife Conservation Council, as
announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-
N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is
brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy killing of foreign
animals -- species like lions, elephants and giraffes that are threatened, endangered, or
otherwise imperiled -- at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife
populations or benefit native communities that live in and around their habitats. The council
would also not serve the majority of taxpaying Americans -- over 87% -- who OPPOSE trophy
killing. By pursuing this reckless approach that caters to a small, elitist minority, the Department
of Interior is making broad and false assumptions that trophy killing has "conservation" benefits,
when in fact, it has been proven by peer-reviewed science to do more harm than good to wildlife
and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it
should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation
professionals -- not by the trophy hunting lobby. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and
controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of corpses of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction -- revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis
of Global Hunting Trade.” The U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened
species. And again, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support killing
endangered species. If this council wants to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the
DOI has to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on
trophy killing to a holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife
conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As
written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by
wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. It is
equivalent to allowing pedophiles to represent child welfare laws. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. I urge
DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits international wildlife
conservation aims. Sincerely, Elaine Tselikis tsleek@gwi.net ME US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dianne918@att.net" <dianne918@att.net>

From: "dianne918@att.net" <dianne918@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:18:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dianne Miller dianne918@att.net US



Conversation Contents
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"Hollytrip4@gmail.com" <Hollytrip4@gmail.com>

From: "Hollytrip4@gmail.com" <Hollytrip4@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:17:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Tripoli Hollytrip4@gmail.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"eric@huntleygrouprealty.com" <eric@huntleygrouprealty.com>

From: "eric@huntleygrouprealty.com" <eric@huntleygrouprealty.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:17:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eric Anches eric@huntleygrouprealty.com
US
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"jh@jensenstern.com" <jh@jensenstern.com>

From: "jh@jensenstern.com" <jh@jensenstern.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:15:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jodi Herlich jh@jensenstern.com US
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"forever_sociald@charter.net" <forever_sociald@charter.net>

From: "forever_sociald@charter.net" <forever_sociald@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:15:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Pargen forever_sociald@charter.net
US
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"kimorbell01@gmail.com" <kimorbell01@gmail.com>

From: "kimorbell01@gmail.com" <kimorbell01@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:15:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Orbell kimorbell01@gmail.com US
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"janetharasz@gmail.com" <janetharasz@gmail.com>

From: "janetharasz@gmail.com" <janetharasz@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:15:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Laur janetharasz@gmail.com CA US
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"nbykovabv@gmail.com" <nbykovabv@gmail.com>

From: "nbykovabv@gmail.com" <nbykovabv@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:14:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Johnson nbykovabv@gmail.com US
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"darleneboy@juno.com" <darleneboy@juno.com>

From: "darleneboy@juno.com" <darleneboy@juno.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:14:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Darlene Boyle darleneboy@juno.com US
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"tomascats11@gmail.com" <tomascats11@gmail.com>

From: "tomascats11@gmail.com" <tomascats11@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:12:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Tomaszewski
tomascats11@gmail.com US
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"loreto@mail.usf.edu" <loreto@mail.usf.edu>

From: "loreto@mail.usf.edu" <loreto@mail.usf.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:12:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Loreto Alonso loreto@mail.usf.edu US
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"808kinimaka@gmail.com" <808kinimaka@gmail.com>

From: "808kinimaka@gmail.com" <808kinimaka@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:11:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathe Kinimaka 808kinimaka@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mcreelb@hotmail.com" <mcreelb@hotmail.com>

From: "mcreelb@hotmail.com" <mcreelb@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:10:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Monica Creel mcreelb@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kgcs415@gmail.com" <kgcs415@gmail.com>

From: "kgcs415@gmail.com" <kgcs415@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:10:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katharine Sommerfield kgcs415@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kathpaws@hotmail.com" <kathpaws@hotmail.com>

From: "kathpaws@hotmail.com" <kathpaws@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:08:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Milne kathpaws@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nicholw@comcast.net" <nicholw@comcast.net>

From: "nicholw@comcast.net" <nicholw@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:08:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nichol Weizenbeck nicholw@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sue@suegier.net" <sue@suegier.net>

From: "sue@suegier.net" <sue@suegier.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:02:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Gier sue@suegier.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sachadenijs@verizon.net" <sachadenijs@verizon.net>

From: "sachadenijs@verizon.net" <sachadenijs@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:02:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sacha de Nijs sachadenijs@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"katherine.markham@gmail.com" <katherine.markham@gmail.com>

From: "katherine.markham@gmail.com"
<katherine.markham@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:00:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kate Markham
katherine.markham@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"valeriehowell@hotmail.com" <valeriehowell@hotmail.com>

From: "valeriehowell@hotmail.com" <valeriehowell@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:59:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Valerie Howell valeriehowell@hotmail.com
US
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"padauuan@gmail.com" <padauuan@gmail.com>

From: "padauuan@gmail.com" <padauuan@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:00:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christopher Markowski
padauuan@gmail.com US
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"inarene27@hotmail.com" <inarene27@hotmail.com>

From: "inarene27@hotmail.com" <inarene27@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:59:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rene Crane inarene27@hotmail.com US
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"james.a.bourque@gmail.com" <james.a.bourque@gmail.com>

From: "james.a.bourque@gmail.com" <james.a.bourque@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:58:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Bourque
james.a.bourque@gmail.com US
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"mwoersch@netzero.net" <mwoersch@netzero.net>

From: "mwoersch@netzero.net" <mwoersch@netzero.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:57:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marc Woersching mwoersch@netzero.net
US
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"robertaseward@comcast.net" <robertaseward@comcast.net>

From: "robertaseward@comcast.net" <robertaseward@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:54:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roberta Seward
robertaseward@comcast.net NJ US
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"nicolearnoto@gmail.com" <nicolearnoto@gmail.com>

From: "nicolearnoto@gmail.com" <nicolearnoto@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:53:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicole Arnoto nicolearnoto@gmail.com US
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"andreah97@hotmail.com" <andreah97@hotmail.com>

From: "andreah97@hotmail.com" <andreah97@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:54:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrea Rios andreah97@hotmail.com US
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"nsnyder@shepherd.edu" <nsnyder@shepherd.edu>

From: "nsnyder@shepherd.edu" <nsnyder@shepherd.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:53:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Snyder nsnyder@shepherd.edu US
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"treemart@hughes.net" <treemart@hughes.net>

From: "treemart@hughes.net" <treemart@hughes.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:52:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pat Robinson treemart@hughes.net MS US
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"kharvey@safarienergy.com" <kharvey@safarienergy.com>

From: "kharvey@safarienergy.com" <kharvey@safarienergy.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:52:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kayla Harvey kharvey@safarienergy.com US
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"gmpenn@hotmail.com" <gmpenn@hotmail.com>

From: "gmpenn@hotmail.com" <gmpenn@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:52:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gayle Penn gmpenn@hotmail.com US
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"debrapmurphy@gmail.com" <debrapmurphy@gmail.com>

From: "debrapmurphy@gmail.com" <debrapmurphy@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:51:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, DEBRA MURPHY
debrapmurphy@gmail.com PA US
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"traceywarren08tw@gmail.com" <traceywarren08tw@gmail.com>

From: "traceywarren08tw@gmail.com" <traceywarren08tw@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:49:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracey Warren
traceywarren08tw@gmail.com GB
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"sandramilner@outlook.com" <sandramilner@outlook.com>

From: "sandramilner@outlook.com" <sandramilner@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:46:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Milner sandramilner@outlook.com
US
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"klspurr1a@gmail.com" <klspurr1a@gmail.com>

From: "klspurr1a@gmail.com" <klspurr1a@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:44:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Spurr klspurr1a@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fredsmom@mindspring.com" <fredsmom@mindspring.com>

From: "fredsmom@mindspring.com" <fredsmom@mindspring.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:42:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Howard fredsmom@mindspring.com
US



Conversation Contents
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"rmcdetal@msn.com" <rmcdetal@msn.com>

From: "rmcdetal@msn.com" <rmcdetal@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:39:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Mcdonald rmcdetal@msn.com US
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"jimmy.wayne1959@gmail.com" <jimmy.wayne1959@gmail.com>

From: "jimmy.wayne1959@gmail.com" <jimmy.wayne1959@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:38:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James William
jimmy.wayne1959@gmail.com US
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"confer@suddenlink.net" <confer@suddenlink.net>

From: "confer@suddenlink.net" <confer@suddenlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:37:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gwennette Confer confer@suddenlink.net
US
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"elainakaye@icloud.com" <elainakaye@icloud.com>

From: "elainakaye@icloud.com" <elainakaye@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kaye Chandler elainakaye@icloud.com CA
US
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"bluej@snowcrest.net" <bluej@snowcrest.net>

From: "bluej@snowcrest.net" <bluej@snowcrest.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:35:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet and Gary Lambert
bluej@snowcrest.net US
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"dsdjets@gmail.com" <dsdjets@gmail.com>

From: "dsdjets@gmail.com" <dsdjets@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:34:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Dewey dsdjets@gmail.com US
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"lynnswanson930@gmail.com" <lynnswanson930@gmail.com>

From: "lynnswanson930@gmail.com" <lynnswanson930@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:34:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Swanson lynnswanson930@gmail.com
US
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"claudiajleung@gmail.com" <claudiajleung@gmail.com>

From: "claudiajleung@gmail.com" <claudiajleung@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:32:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Claudia Leung claudiajleung@gmail.com US
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"mountainmema1947@gmail.com" <mountainmema1947@gmail.com>

From: "mountainmema1947@gmail.com"
<mountainmema1947@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:32:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Green
mountainmema1947@gmail.com US
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"shaylon911@gmail.com" <shaylon911@gmail.com>

From: "shaylon911@gmail.com" <shaylon911@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:30:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Antionella Elliott shaylon911@gmail.com US
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"gmariec7@gmail.com" <gmariec7@gmail.com>

From: "gmariec7@gmail.com" <gmariec7@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:28:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gina Cerami gmariec7@gmail.com US
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"llashaway@abrsinc.com" <llashaway@abrsinc.com>

From: "llashaway@abrsinc.com" <llashaway@abrsinc.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:26:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Lashaway llashaway@abrsinc.com US
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"maryannbudin@outlook.com" <maryannbudin@outlook.com>

From: "maryannbudin@outlook.com" <maryannbudin@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:26:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maryann Budin maryannbudin@outlook.com
US
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"kyper657@comcast.net" <kyper657@comcast.net>

From: "kyper657@comcast.net" <kyper657@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:26:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Philip Ruiz kyper657@comcast.net US
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"ian.hartert@comcast.net" <ian.hartert@comcast.net>

From: "ian.hartert@comcast.net" <ian.hartert@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:24:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nathalie Hartert ian.hartert@comcast.net US
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"witchykitty@comcast.net" <witchykitty@comcast.net>

From: "witchykitty@comcast.net" <witchykitty@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:23:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacey Bradley witchykitty@comcast.net US
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"srmerrill1943@att.net" <srmerrill1943@att.net>

From: "srmerrill1943@att.net" <srmerrill1943@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:22:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Merrill srmerrill1943@att.net US
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"simplysarahkate@me.com" <simplysarahkate@me.com>

From: "simplysarahkate@me.com" <simplysarahkate@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:21:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Ricks simplysarahkate@me.com US
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"realistamaria@hotmail.com" <realistamaria@hotmail.com>

From: "realistamaria@hotmail.com" <realistamaria@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:20:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Maia realistamaria@hotmail.com CO
US
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"sgdamiani@gmail.com" <sgdamiani@gmail.com>

From: "sgdamiani@gmail.com" <sgdamiani@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Damiani sgdamiani@gmail.com US
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"l.m.shockley011@gmail.com" <l.m.shockley011@gmail.com>

From: "l.m.shockley011@gmail.com" <l.m.shockley011@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:21:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Shockley l.m.shockley011@gmail.com
TX US
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"ahouse@indiana.edu" <ahouse@indiana.edu>

From: "ahouse@indiana.edu" <ahouse@indiana.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:20:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anitra House ahouse@indiana.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lisa.stanfill@c21selectgroup.com" <lisa.stanfill@c21selectgroup.com>

From: "lisa.stanfill@c21selectgroup.com"
<lisa.stanfill@c21selectgroup.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:19:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Stanfill lisa.stanfill@c21selectgroup.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"csterrellart@hotmail.com" <csterrellart@hotmail.com>

From: "csterrellart@hotmail.com" <csterrellart@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:19:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christopher Terrell csterrellart@hotmail.com
US
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"cazo16@hotmail.co.nz" <cazo16@hotmail.co.nz>

From: "cazo16@hotmail.co.nz" <cazo16@hotmail.co.nz>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:19:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carissa O'Donohue cazo16@hotmail.co.nz
NZ
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tb_thedarkgift@hotmail.com" <tb_thedarkgift@hotmail.com>

From: "tb_thedarkgift@hotmail.com" <tb_thedarkgift@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:19:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tiffany Brown tb_thedarkgift@hotmail.com
CA
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vivsangels3@hotmail.com" <vivsangels3@hotmail.com>

From: "vivsangels3@hotmail.com" <vivsangels3@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:18:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vivian Dowell vivsangels3@hotmail.com OR
US
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"elenid56@gmail.com" <elenid56@gmail.com>

From: "elenid56@gmail.com" <elenid56@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:16:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, ELENI DEMETRIOU elenid56@gmail.com
CY
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"mose@debevoise.com" <mose@debevoise.com>

From: "mose@debevoise.com" <mose@debevoise.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:17:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michele Rose mose@debevoise.com NY US
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"mehargan@msn.com" <mehargan@msn.com>

From: "mehargan@msn.com" <mehargan@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:15:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Megan Hargan mehargan@msn.com US
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"yvonneghenze@gmail.com" <yvonneghenze@gmail.com>

From: "yvonneghenze@gmail.com" <yvonneghenze@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:17:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Yvonne Henze yvonneghenze@gmail.com
WY US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"califnaturegirl@gmail.com" <califnaturegirl@gmail.com>

From: "califnaturegirl@gmail.com" <califnaturegirl@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:15:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris Weigl califnaturegirl@gmail.com US
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"mesims51@gmail.com" <mesims51@gmail.com>

From: "mesims51@gmail.com" <mesims51@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:15:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Sims mesims51@gmail.com MO US
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"e_manning13@hotmail.com" <e_manning13@hotmail.com>

From: "e_manning13@hotmail.com" <e_manning13@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:12:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eva Norton e_manning13@hotmail.com US
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"alli.soard@gmail.com" <alli.soard@gmail.com>

From: "alli.soard@gmail.com" <alli.soard@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:09:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Annelie Soard alli.soard@gmail.com US
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"boglejon@comcast.net" <boglejon@comcast.net>

From: "boglejon@comcast.net" <boglejon@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:08:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jon Bogle boglejon@comcast.net PA US
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"stairmaster123@hotmail.com" <stairmaster123@hotmail.com>

From: "stairmaster123@hotmail.com" <stairmaster123@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:07:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Walklate
stairmaster123@hotmail.com GB
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"lesanimaux@att.net" <lesanimaux@att.net>

From: "lesanimaux@att.net" <lesanimaux@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:07:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Graham Baker lesanimaux@att.net US
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"caroledad@cox.net" <caroledad@cox.net>

From: "caroledad@cox.net" <caroledad@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:01:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carole Dadurka caroledad@cox.net CA US
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"janker15@gmail.com" <janker15@gmail.com>

From: "janker15@gmail.com" <janker15@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:02:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jan Ankerson janker15@gmail.com US
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"jlserio@hotmail.com" <jlserio@hotmail.com>

From: "jlserio@hotmail.com" <jlserio@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:01:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Serio jlserio@hotmail.com US
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"barrykaufman@earthlink.net" <barrykaufman@earthlink.net>

From: "barrykaufman@earthlink.net" <barrykaufman@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:00:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barry Kaufman barrykaufman@earthlink.net
US
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"sjw37@cornell.edu" <sjw37@cornell.edu>

From: "sjw37@cornell.edu" <sjw37@cornell.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:00:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelley Winkler sjw37@cornell.edu US
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"slw60@comcast.net" <slw60@comcast.net>

From: "slw60@comcast.net" <slw60@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:59:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Harris slw60@comcast.net US
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"zavolinj@hotmail.com" <zavolinj@hotmail.com>

From: "zavolinj@hotmail.com" <zavolinj@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:59:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Zavolinsky zavolinj@hotmail.com US
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"rknable@optonline.net" <rknable@optonline.net>

From: "rknable@optonline.net" <rknable@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:56:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angela Knable rknable@optonline.net US
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"corpusbones7@gmail.com" <corpusbones7@gmail.com>

From: "corpusbones7@gmail.com" <corpusbones7@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:56:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susanne Seales corpusbones7@gmail.com
US
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"jodikjackson@gmail.com" <jodikjackson@gmail.com>

From: "jodikjackson@gmail.com" <jodikjackson@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:55:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jodi Jackson jodikjackson@gmail.com CT
US



Conversation Contents
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"rre_4@hotmail.com" <rre_4@hotmail.com>

From: "rre_4@hotmail.com" <rre_4@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:54:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, RAYMOND EVENSEN rre_4@hotmail.com
US
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"mrkb56@gmail.com" <mrkb56@gmail.com>

From: "mrkb56@gmail.com" <mrkb56@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:52:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marta Black mrkb56@gmail.com US
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"jamesdcarraway@gmail.com" <jamesdcarraway@gmail.com>

From: "jamesdcarraway@gmail.com" <jamesdcarraway@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:51:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Carraway
jamesdcarraway@gmail.com CA US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jen@gilico.com" <jen@gilico.com>

From: "jen@gilico.com" <jen@gilico.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:50:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, d j broussard jen@gilico.com US
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"tweety6974@hotmail.com" <tweety6974@hotmail.com>

From: "tweety6974@hotmail.com" <tweety6974@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:49:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Namie tweety6974@hotmail.com US
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"newmans.other@sprynet.com" <newmans.other@sprynet.com>

From: "newmans.other@sprynet.com" <newmans.other@sprynet.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:49:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Serena Newman
newmans.other@sprynet.com MA US
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"bettybaby16@gmail.com" <bettybaby16@gmail.com>

From: "bettybaby16@gmail.com" <bettybaby16@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:49:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Igartua bettybaby16@gmail.com US
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"mckee@sullcrom.com" <mckee@sullcrom.com>

From: "mckee@sullcrom.com" <mckee@sullcrom.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:47:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet McKee mckee@sullcrom.com US
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"aguedysw@hotmail.com" <aguedysw@hotmail.com>

From: "aguedysw@hotmail.com" <aguedysw@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:46:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, aguedys whittaker aguedysw@hotmail.com
US
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"karlamichelle12763@gmail.com" <karlamichelle12763@gmail.com>

From: "karlamichelle12763@gmail.com"
<karlamichelle12763@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:46:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karla Jeffers karlamichelle12763@gmail.com
US
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"bernhardpelzer@hotmail.com" <bernhardpelzer@hotmail.com>

From: "bernhardpelzer@hotmail.com" <bernhardpelzer@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:44:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bernhard Pelzer
bernhardpelzer@hotmail.com BE
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"dcliff33@charter.net" <dcliff33@charter.net>

From: "dcliff33@charter.net" <dcliff33@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:43:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Clifford dcliff33@charter.net US
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"bowhunter3310@gmail.com" <bowhunter3310@gmail.com>

From: "bowhunter3310@gmail.com" <bowhunter3310@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:42:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gary kurkowski bowhunter3310@gmail.com
US
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"valerie.raynaud88@sfr.fr" <valerie.raynaud88@sfr.fr>

From: "valerie.raynaud88@sfr.fr" <valerie.raynaud88@sfr.fr>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:42:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, valérie RAYNAUD valerie.raynaud88@sfr.fr
RE
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"laurametromaintenance@gmail.com"
<laurametromaintenance@gmail.com>

From: "laurametromaintenance@gmail.com"
<laurametromaintenance@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:41:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, laura passey
laurametromaintenance@gmail.com AZ US
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"kct924@gmail.com" <kct924@gmail.com>

From: "kct924@gmail.com" <kct924@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:40:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelly Tanguay kct924@gmail.com US
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"celalmodovar@gmail.com" <celalmodovar@gmail.com>

From: "celalmodovar@gmail.com" <celalmodovar@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:40:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carmen Luciano celalmodovar@gmail.com
US
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"wstavis@att.net" <wstavis@att.net>

From: "wstavis@att.net" <wstavis@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:40:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, William Stavisky wstavis@att.net US
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"doctapp66@gmail.com" <doctapp66@gmail.com>

From: "doctapp66@gmail.com" <doctapp66@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:39:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karla Tapia doctapp66@gmail.com US
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"scrapncrap@hotmail.com" <scrapncrap@hotmail.com>

From: "scrapncrap@hotmail.com" <scrapncrap@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:38:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dave Rush scrapncrap@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ckuttner@mindspring.com" <ckuttner@mindspring.com>

From: "ckuttner@mindspring.com" <ckuttner@mindspring.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:36:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charlie K ckuttner@mindspring.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"desirae.nicole92@gmail.com" <desirae.nicole92@gmail.com>

From: "desirae.nicole92@gmail.com" <desirae.nicole92@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:35:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Desirae Sizemore
desirae.nicole92@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"debcat_haynes@hotmail.com" <debcat_haynes@hotmail.com>

From: "debcat_haynes@hotmail.com" <debcat_haynes@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:35:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Haynes
debcat_haynes@hotmail.com US
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"tbosch1@socal.rr.com" <tbosch1@socal.rr.com>

From: "tbosch1@socal.rr.com" <tbosch1@socal.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:34:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Silvia Bosch tbosch1@socal.rr.com US
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"birdiethaler@telia.com" <birdiethaler@telia.com>

From: "birdiethaler@telia.com" <birdiethaler@telia.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:34:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roberta Thaler birdiethaler@telia.com US
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"dlcameron@optonline.net" <dlcameron@optonline.net>

From: "dlcameron@optonline.net" <dlcameron@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:34:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Cameron dlcameron@optonline.net
NJ US



Conversation Contents
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"lvanche3@gmail.com" <lvanche3@gmail.com>

From: "lvanche3@gmail.com" <lvanche3@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:33:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lorie Vanchena lvanche3@gmail.com KS US
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"dendress10@gmail.com" <dendress10@gmail.com>

From: "dendress10@gmail.com" <dendress10@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:33:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Daphne Endress dendress10@gmail.com US
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"clgsilver@gmail.com" <clgsilver@gmail.com>

From: "clgsilver@gmail.com" <clgsilver@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:32:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Silver clgsilver@gmail.com US
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"carolina1221@comcast.net" <carolina1221@comcast.net>

From: "carolina1221@comcast.net" <carolina1221@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:32:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolina Varga carolina1221@comcast.net
US
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"lorettalong@att.net" <lorettalong@att.net>

From: "lorettalong@att.net" <lorettalong@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Loretta Long lorettalong@att.net US
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"beccameilinger@gmail.com" <beccameilinger@gmail.com>

From: "beccameilinger@gmail.com" <beccameilinger@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:31:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Meilinger
beccameilinger@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mary_nicolosi@hotmail.com" <mary_nicolosi@hotmail.com>

From: "mary_nicolosi@hotmail.com" <mary_nicolosi@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:30:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Nicolosi mary_nicolosi@hotmail.com
US
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"anna_modlina@hotmail.com" <anna_modlina@hotmail.com>

From: "anna_modlina@hotmail.com" <anna_modlina@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anna Modline anna_modlina@hotmail.com
US
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"amillensifer@gmail.com" <amillensifer@gmail.com>

From: "amillensifer@gmail.com" <amillensifer@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:28:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Aimee Millensifer amillensifer@gmail.com US
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"nikid56@msn.com" <nikid56@msn.com>

From: "nikid56@msn.com" <nikid56@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:28:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nikki Doukas nikid56@msn.com US
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"daviesrachel22.rd@gmail.com" <daviesrachel22.rd@gmail.com>

From: "daviesrachel22.rd@gmail.com" <daviesrachel22.rd@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:27:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachel Davies daviesrachel22.rd@gmail.com
GB
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"katelibu@gmail.com" <katelibu@gmail.com>

From: "katelibu@gmail.com" <katelibu@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:27:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katie Stevens katelibu@gmail.com US
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"meansjb7@att.net" <meansjb7@att.net>

From: "meansjb7@att.net" <meansjb7@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:26:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacquelyne Means meansjb7@att.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mrsb.mo.me@gmail.com" <mrsb.mo.me@gmail.com>

From: "mrsb.mo.me@gmail.com" <mrsb.mo.me@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:24:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristine Bougie mrsb.mo.me@gmail.com US
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"dehaworth@student.wwayne.k12.in.us"
<dehaworth@student.wwayne.k12.in.us>

From: "dehaworth@student.wwayne.k12.in.us"
<dehaworth@student.wwayne.k12.in.us>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:23:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Destiny Haworth
dehaworth@student.wwayne.k12.in.us US
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"maryannlinney@hotmail.com" <maryannlinney@hotmail.com>

From: "maryannlinney@hotmail.com" <maryannlinney@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:21:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maryann Linney
maryannlinney@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gcmooz@gmail.com" <gcmooz@gmail.com>

From: "gcmooz@gmail.com" <gcmooz@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:22:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, George Bullwinkle gcmooz@gmail.com US
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"carolbentue@gmail.com" <carolbentue@gmail.com>

From: "carolbentue@gmail.com" <carolbentue@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Bentue san juan
carolbentue@gmail.com US
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"gingergreenberg@comcast.net" <gingergreenberg@comcast.net>

From: "gingergreenberg@comcast.net"
<gingergreenberg@comcast.net>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:20:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ginger Greenberg
gingergreenberg@comcast.net US
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"dtandrews@comcast.net" <dtandrews@comcast.net>

From: "dtandrews@comcast.net" <dtandrews@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:19:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Duncan Andrews dtandrews@comcast.net
US
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"Brit632@gmail.com" <Brit632@gmail.com>

From: "Brit632@gmail.com" <Brit632@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:20:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. I am a strong believer that we should protect
our wildlife for our future generations to enjoy. I do not see that allowing trophy hunting permits
could help this planet at all. My own daughter wept when she read President Trumps’ proposal
and I could offer no explanation! Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I
urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife
conservation aims. Sincerely, Jackie Cunningham-Hill Brit632@gmail.com PA US
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"birdsongsonja@gmail.com" <birdsongsonja@gmail.com>

From: "birdsongsonja@gmail.com" <birdsongsonja@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:19:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sonja Birdsong birdsongsonja@gmail.com
KY US
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"onegrannygoose@hotmail.com" <onegrannygoose@hotmail.com>

From: "onegrannygoose@hotmail.com"
<onegrannygoose@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:18:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Christie onegrannygoose@hotmail.com
US
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"sandy.rye2@gmail.com" <sandy.rye2@gmail.com>

From: "sandy.rye2@gmail.com" <sandy.rye2@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:18:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Rye sandy.rye2@gmail.com US
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"cici4ever@hotmail.it" <cici4ever@hotmail.it>

From: "cici4ever@hotmail.it" <cici4ever@hotmail.it>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:15:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, cinzia caporali cici4ever@hotmail.it WI IT
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"espnlg@gmail.com" <espnlg@gmail.com>

From: "espnlg@gmail.com" <espnlg@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:13:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Esposito espnlg@gmail.com MA US
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"beckieg84@gmail.com" <beckieg84@gmail.com>

From: "beckieg84@gmail.com" <beckieg84@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:12:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Becky Ghrist beckieg84@gmail.com US
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"drivingsouth25@roadrunner.com" <drivingsouth25@roadrunner.com>

From: "drivingsouth25@roadrunner.com"
<drivingsouth25@roadrunner.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:12:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christopher Wyles
drivingsouth25@roadrunner.com US
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"hjjones47tr@gmail.com" <hjjones47tr@gmail.com>

From: "hjjones47tr@gmail.com" <hjjones47tr@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:11:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Henry Jones hjjones47tr@gmail.com RI US
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"dik@ameritech.net" <dik@ameritech.net>

From: "dik@ameritech.net" <dik@ameritech.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:10:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jim Darby dik@ameritech.net US
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"j_fishman@cox.net" <j_fishman@cox.net>

From: "j_fishman@cox.net" <j_fishman@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:09:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Fishman j_fishman@cox.net US
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"sdail@suddenlink.net" <sdail@suddenlink.net>

From: "sdail@suddenlink.net" <sdail@suddenlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:09:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Simone Dail sdail@suddenlink.net TX US
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"lowejan@gmail.com" <lowejan@gmail.com>

From: "lowejan@gmail.com" <lowejan@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:07:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jan Lowe lowejan@gmail.com US
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"brownbrenda81@gmail.com" <brownbrenda81@gmail.com>

From: "brownbrenda81@gmail.com" <brownbrenda81@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:06:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Brown brownbrenda81@gmail.com
US
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"dehosty59@gmail.com" <dehosty59@gmail.com>

From: "dehosty59@gmail.com" <dehosty59@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:06:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dawn Hostetler dehosty59@gmail.com US
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"kannebrooks@gmail.com" <kannebrooks@gmail.com>

From: "kannebrooks@gmail.com" <kannebrooks@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:05:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim Brooks kannebrooks@gmail.com US
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"rgesicki@transtar1.com" <rgesicki@transtar1.com>

From: "rgesicki@transtar1.com" <rgesicki@transtar1.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:04:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, randy gesicki rgesicki@transtar1.com US
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"cpager@verizon.net" <cpager@verizon.net>

From: "cpager@verizon.net" <cpager@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:04:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, chris pager cpager@verizon.net PA US
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"dcneenee0817@optonline.net" <dcneenee0817@optonline.net>

From: "dcneenee0817@optonline.net" <dcneenee0817@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:04:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Clarke dcneenee0817@optonline.net
US
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"b.reader19@gmail.com" <b.reader19@gmail.com>

From: "b.reader19@gmail.com" <b.reader19@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:04:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Reader b.reader19@gmail.com US
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"michelepiver@gmail.com" <michelepiver@gmail.com>

From: "michelepiver@gmail.com" <michelepiver@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:02:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michele Piver michelepiver@gmail.com US
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"maryann.rifkin@gmail.com" <maryann.rifkin@gmail.com>

From: "maryann.rifkin@gmail.com" <maryann.rifkin@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:03:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maryann Rifkin maryann.rifkin@gmail.com
US
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"gerripuso@optonline.net" <gerripuso@optonline.net>

From: "gerripuso@optonline.net" <gerripuso@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:02:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Geraldine Puso gerripuso@optonline.net US
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"caphillips22644@gmail.com" <caphillips22644@gmail.com>

From: "caphillips22644@gmail.com" <caphillips22644@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:01:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Phillips caphillips22644@gmail.com
CA US
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"narigonia@gmail.com" <narigonia@gmail.com>

From: "narigonia@gmail.com" <narigonia@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:01:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amelia Narigon narigonia@gmail.com MN
US
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"alexandria.crouch@gmail.com" <alexandria.crouch@gmail.com>

From: "alexandria.crouch@gmail.com" <alexandria.crouch@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alexandria Crouch
alexandria.crouch@gmail.com US
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"lferguson14@cox.net" <lferguson14@cox.net>

From: "lferguson14@cox.net" <lferguson14@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:59:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Ferguson lferguson14@cox.net US
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"fmerzakhanian@icloud.com" <fmerzakhanian@icloud.com>

From: "fmerzakhanian@icloud.com" <fmerzakhanian@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:56:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, frida merzakhanian
fmerzakhanian@icloud.com CA US
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"rw1cw2hinson@hotmail.com" <rw1cw2hinson@hotmail.com>

From: "rw1cw2hinson@hotmail.com" <rw1cw2hinson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:56:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Hinson rw1cw2hinson@hotmail.com
US
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"ashmichelle99@gmail.com" <ashmichelle99@gmail.com>

From: "ashmichelle99@gmail.com" <ashmichelle99@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:56:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Ash ashmichelle99@gmail.com MI
US
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"aettinger3@nyc.rr.com" <aettinger3@nyc.rr.com>

From: "aettinger3@nyc.rr.com" <aettinger3@nyc.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Mintz aettinger3@nyc.rr.com NY US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kbrtmail@gmail.com" <kbrtmail@gmail.com>

From: "kbrtmail@gmail.com" <kbrtmail@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:54:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, kathleen brown kbrtmail@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Kellshan@hotmail.com" <Kellshan@hotmail.com>

From: "Kellshan@hotmail.com" <Kellshan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:54:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shana Kelly Kellshan@hotmail.com WA US
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"mskarning@comcast.net" <mskarning@comcast.net>

From: "mskarning@comcast.net" <mskarning@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:53:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melanie Skarning mskarning@comcast.net
US
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"sheryllee@mac.com" <sheryllee@mac.com>

From: "sheryllee@mac.com" <sheryllee@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, sheryl lee sheryllee@mac.com US
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"jkenney@palladianpartners.com" <jkenney@palladianpartners.com>

From: "jkenney@palladianpartners.com"
<jkenney@palladianpartners.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:49:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jo Anne Kenney
jkenney@palladianpartners.com US
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"mpeteinaraki978@hotmail.com" <mpeteinaraki978@hotmail.com>

From: "mpeteinaraki978@hotmail.com"
<mpeteinaraki978@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:49:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, mary peteinaraki
mpeteinaraki978@hotmail.com CO GR
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"docmedlin@hotmail.com" <docmedlin@hotmail.com>

From: "docmedlin@hotmail.com" <docmedlin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:48:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barry Medlin docmedlin@hotmail.com TN US
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"marleen.neus@telenet.be" <marleen.neus@telenet.be>

From: "marleen.neus@telenet.be" <marleen.neus@telenet.be>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:47:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marleen Neus marleen.neus@telenet.be DC
BE
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"happyhutchins@gmail.com" <happyhutchins@gmail.com>

From: "happyhutchins@gmail.com" <happyhutchins@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:47:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rinko Hutchins happyhutchins@gmail.com
US
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"crb.writer@gmail.com" <crb.writer@gmail.com>

From: "crb.writer@gmail.com" <crb.writer@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:46:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris Bailey crb.writer@gmail.com US
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"carolina1221@comcast.net" <carolina1221@comcast.net>

From: "carolina1221@comcast.net" <carolina1221@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:43:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolina Varga carolina1221@comcast.net
US
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"csprowln2012@gmail.com" <csprowln2012@gmail.com>

From: "csprowln2012@gmail.com" <csprowln2012@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:42:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, cheryl palmer csprowln2012@gmail.com US
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"paula6107@msn.com" <paula6107@msn.com>

From: "paula6107@msn.com" <paula6107@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:41:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: paula6107@msn.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Francis paula6107@msn.com CO US
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"jill@lewiskelly.net" <jill@lewiskelly.net>

From: "jill@lewiskelly.net" <jill@lewiskelly.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:39:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jill Lewis-Kelly jill@lewiskelly.net US
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"judith@cabodevelopmentgroup.com"
<judith@cabodevelopmentgroup.com>

From: "judith@cabodevelopmentgroup.com"
<judith@cabodevelopmentgroup.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:38:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Antin
judith@cabodevelopmentgroup.com CA US
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"brookie783@comcast.net" <brookie783@comcast.net>

From: "brookie783@comcast.net" <brookie783@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:38:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Craig Brookman brookie783@comcast.net
US
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"melc511@outlook.com" <melc511@outlook.com>

From: "melc511@outlook.com" <melc511@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:38:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: melc511@outlook.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mel Cameron melc511@outlook.com CO US
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"Alexandra.Juvancic@gmail.com" <Alexandra.Juvancic@gmail.com>

From: "Alexandra.Juvancic@gmail.com"
<Alexandra.Juvancic@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:37:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alexandra Juvancic
Alexandra.Juvancic@gmail.com AT
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"mahtugihim@verizon.net" <mahtugihim@verizon.net>

From: "mahtugihim@verizon.net" <mahtugihim@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:37:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roberta Jacobs mahtugihim@verizon.net US
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"mdmarkham@hotmail.com" <mdmarkham@hotmail.com>

From: "mdmarkham@hotmail.com" <mdmarkham@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Markham mdmarkham@hotmail.com
US
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"littledithers@gmail.com" <littledithers@gmail.com>

From: "littledithers@gmail.com" <littledithers@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:35:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lesley Boyum littledithers@gmail.com US
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"nthompson100@hotmail.com" <nthompson100@hotmail.com>

From: "nthompson100@hotmail.com" <nthompson100@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:36:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Thompson
nthompson100@hotmail.com US
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"chewydogbones.da@gmail.com" <chewydogbones.da@gmail.com>

From: "chewydogbones.da@gmail.com"
<chewydogbones.da@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:35:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deb Anderson
chewydogbones.da@gmail.com US
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"tkelson@outlook.com" <tkelson@outlook.com>

From: "tkelson@outlook.com" <tkelson@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:34:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teri Kelson tkelson@outlook.com NM US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"akabovina@gmail.com" <akabovina@gmail.com>

From: "akabovina@gmail.com" <akabovina@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:34:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Rochelle akabovina@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kauzmed13@msn.com" <kauzmed13@msn.com>

From: "kauzmed13@msn.com" <kauzmed13@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:33:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Arlene Uzmed kauzmed13@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"maliaannis979@gmail.com" <maliaannis979@gmail.com>

From: "maliaannis979@gmail.com" <maliaannis979@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:32:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Malia Annis maliaannis979@gmail.com UT
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"felixsma@msn.com" <felixsma@msn.com>

From: "felixsma@msn.com" <felixsma@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:30:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janice Lovato felixsma@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"liberryladywy@gmail.com" <liberryladywy@gmail.com>

From: "liberryladywy@gmail.com" <liberryladywy@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:30:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nora Ivers liberryladywy@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"icavanagh@embarqmail.com" <icavanagh@embarqmail.com>

From: "icavanagh@embarqmail.com" <icavanagh@embarqmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:29:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Isabelle Cavanagh
icavanagh@embarqmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"laurent1791@hotmail.com" <laurent1791@hotmail.com>

From: "laurent1791@hotmail.com" <laurent1791@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:29:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Danielle Garcia laurent1791@hotmail.com
US
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"bumom47@tx.rr.com" <bumom47@tx.rr.com>

From: "bumom47@tx.rr.com" <bumom47@tx.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:28:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pam Ulrich bumom47@tx.rr.com US
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"mbutz55@comcast.net" <mbutz55@comcast.net>

From: "mbutz55@comcast.net" <mbutz55@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:27:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Myla Butz mbutz55@comcast.net MN US
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"pompiere@earthlink.net" <pompiere@earthlink.net>

From: "pompiere@earthlink.net" <pompiere@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:27:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key CHANGES to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the bogus International Wildlife "Conservation" Council, as
announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-
N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale *modifications* before it is
brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to wrongly *promote* trophy
hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the
expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities
that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is
making sweeping FALSE assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits,
when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated
results of an activity that overall does MORE HARM than good to wildlife and wildlife
populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be on
the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, NOT
by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S.
is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as
revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the
U.S. shamefully accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent
nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans DON'T support hunting endangered species. In
order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have
to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy
hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife
conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As
written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by
wildlife focused representation. • REMOVE the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has NO place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
ELIMINATE the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Please make these adjustments to ensure this council truly BENEFITS
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Farina pompiere@earthlink.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cmstark@bellsouth.net" <cmstark@bellsouth.net>

From: "cmstark@bellsouth.net" <cmstark@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:26:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Cotler cmstark@bellsouth.net US
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"michelekatz6@gmail.com" <michelekatz6@gmail.com>

From: "michelekatz6@gmail.com" <michelekatz6@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:25:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michele Katz michelekatz6@gmail.com CA
US
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"chumbaniki@hotmail.com" <chumbaniki@hotmail.com>

From: "chumbaniki@hotmail.com" <chumbaniki@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:23:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maggie Smyth chumbaniki@hotmail.com US
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"bwallach@gusd.net" <bwallach@gusd.net>

From: "bwallach@gusd.net" <bwallach@gusd.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:24:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bryna Wallach bwallach@gusd.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bobssteel@earthlink.net" <bobssteel@earthlink.net>

From: "bobssteel@earthlink.net" <bobssteel@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:23:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Frederick bobssteel@earthlink.net FL
US
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"jessrose213@gmail.com" <jessrose213@gmail.com>

From: "jessrose213@gmail.com" <jessrose213@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:23:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Henson jessrose213@gmail.com US
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"rhondalouisejar@hotmail.com" <rhondalouisejar@hotmail.com>

From: "rhondalouisejar@hotmail.com" <rhondalouisejar@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:21:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rhonda Jaramillo
rhondalouisejar@hotmail.com US
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"krmtax@verizon.net" <krmtax@verizon.net>

From: "krmtax@verizon.net" <krmtax@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:21:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen McFarland krmtax@verizon.net US
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"shareyouramerica@gmail.com" <shareyouramerica@gmail.com>

From: "shareyouramerica@gmail.com" <shareyouramerica@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:19:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa Gardner
shareyouramerica@gmail.com US
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"tonybalchunas@gmail.com" <tonybalchunas@gmail.com>

From: "tonybalchunas@gmail.com" <tonybalchunas@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:20:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tony Balchunas tonybalchunas@gmail.com
US
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"alexamanning1@gmail.com" <alexamanning1@gmail.com>

From: "alexamanning1@gmail.com" <alexamanning1@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:19:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alexandra Manning
alexamanning1@gmail.com US
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"jodiwright1966@gmail.com" <jodiwright1966@gmail.com>

From: "jodiwright1966@gmail.com" <jodiwright1966@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:19:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jodine Wright jodiwright1966@gmail.com US
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"kasilverman@comcast.net" <kasilverman@comcast.net>

From: "kasilverman@comcast.net" <kasilverman@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:18:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Silverman
kasilverman@comcast.net US
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"carolinewied@gmail.com" <carolinewied@gmail.com>

From: "carolinewied@gmail.com" <carolinewied@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:19:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Caroline Wied carolinewied@gmail.com US
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"mcgaheyandrea@gmail.com" <mcgaheyandrea@gmail.com>

From: "mcgaheyandrea@gmail.com" <mcgaheyandrea@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:19:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, ANDREA MCGAHEY
mcgaheyandrea@gmail.com US
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"etdrury@gmail.com" <etdrury@gmail.com>

From: "etdrury@gmail.com" <etdrury@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:17:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Drury etdrury@gmail.com US
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"nancyasmith@hotmail.com" <nancyasmith@hotmail.com>

From: "nancyasmith@hotmail.com" <nancyasmith@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:17:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Smith nancyasmith@hotmail.com CA
US
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"milesrumsey@hotmail.com" <milesrumsey@hotmail.com>

From: "milesrumsey@hotmail.com" <milesrumsey@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:16:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Miles Rumsey milesrumsey@hotmail.com US
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"tabithatysz@gmail.com" <tabithatysz@gmail.com>

From: "tabithatysz@gmail.com" <tabithatysz@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:16:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tabitha Tysz tabithatysz@gmail.com US
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"conniepennell@gmail.com" <conniepennell@gmail.com>

From: "conniepennell@gmail.com" <conniepennell@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:16:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Pennell conniepennell@gmail.com
PA US
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"temoore@umich.edu" <temoore@umich.edu>

From: "temoore@umich.edu" <temoore@umich.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:15:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Thomas E. Moore temoore@umich.edu US
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"mfranks@studioswarch.com" <mfranks@studioswarch.com>

From: "mfranks@studioswarch.com" <mfranks@studioswarch.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:15:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Franks mfranks@studioswarch.com
US
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"8akerue8@gmail.com" <8akerue8@gmail.com>

From: "8akerue8@gmail.com" <8akerue8@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:14:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, erica Rogers 8akerue8@gmail.com US
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"astridduplessis@tristant.net" <astridduplessis@tristant.net>

From: "astridduplessis@tristant.net" <astridduplessis@tristant.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:13:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Astrid du Plessis astridduplessis@tristant.net
US
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"dasbigboy@gmail.com" <dasbigboy@gmail.com>

From: "dasbigboy@gmail.com" <dasbigboy@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:13:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Swire dasbigboy@gmail.com US
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"dgoeltsch@embarqmail.com" <dgoeltsch@embarqmail.com>

From: "dgoeltsch@embarqmail.com" <dgoeltsch@embarqmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:12:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbi Goeltsch dgoeltsch@embarqmail.com
US
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"debbie@igotthejobs.com" <debbie@igotthejobs.com>

From: "debbie@igotthejobs.com" <debbie@igotthejobs.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:12:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Court debbie@igotthejobs.com US
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"kaybschwartz@comcast.net" <kaybschwartz@comcast.net>

From: "kaybschwartz@comcast.net" <kaybschwartz@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:11:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Tone kaybschwartz@comcast.net
US
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"lerux@live.com" <lerux@live.com>

From: "lerux@live.com" <lerux@live.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:11:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Yvonne Karathanasis lerux@live.com IL US
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"jbell@cov.com" <jbell@cov.com>

From: "jbell@cov.com" <jbell@cov.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:11:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joanne Bell jbell@cov.com US
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"kilkerran@att.net" <kilkerran@att.net>

From: "kilkerran@att.net" <kilkerran@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:11:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, marcia ferguson kilkerran@att.net US
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"oris25@hotmail.com" <oris25@hotmail.com>

From: "oris25@hotmail.com" <oris25@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:11:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, craig kleber oris25@hotmail.com US
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"wobo@charter.net" <wobo@charter.net>

From: "wobo@charter.net" <wobo@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:10:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Patton wobo@charter.net US
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"annette317@gmail.com" <annette317@gmail.com>

From: "annette317@gmail.com" <annette317@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:10:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am writing today regarding the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as
announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-
N118). I genuinely hope that this council undergoes serious modifications before it is brought
into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign
species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation
efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around
their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping
assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are
ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity
that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is
considered for promotion by the government, it needs to be on the basis of sound economic and
scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date,
such evidence is extremely limited and controversial. Shamefully, the U.S. is already importing
thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s
report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for
71% of the global imports of threatened species. In addition, a recent nationwide poll showed
that 87% of Americans do not support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to
truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: •
Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic,
sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal
welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement
suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. •
Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has absolutely no
place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. I urge
DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife
conservation aims. Once a species is extinct, there is no going back and that will be on us.
When we're done destroying our planet, we do not have another one to go to. Sincerely,
Annette Ancel-Wisner annette317@gmail.com US
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"mark72@comcast.net" <mark72@comcast.net>

From: "mark72@comcast.net" <mark72@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:09:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Barras mark72@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"chriscal447@comcast.net" <chriscal447@comcast.net>

From: "chriscal447@comcast.net" <chriscal447@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:09:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Callahan chriscal447@comcast.net
US
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"vreni.rmarl@att.net" <vreni.rmarl@att.net>

From: "vreni.rmarl@att.net" <vreni.rmarl@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:09:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vreni Merriam vreni.rmarl@att.net US
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"dgrampp@beckman.com" <dgrampp@beckman.com>

From: "dgrampp@beckman.com" <dgrampp@beckman.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:09:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Grampp dgrampp@beckman.com US
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"johnptittle@gmail.com" <johnptittle@gmail.com>

From: "johnptittle@gmail.com" <johnptittle@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:08:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Tittle johnptittle@gmail.com US
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"bcstaab@cox.net" <bcstaab@cox.net>

From: "bcstaab@cox.net" <bcstaab@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:05:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
The strong has always had a tendency to protect the weak. It is what good and honorable
people do. Please do the right thing, and make sure that wildlife gets the protection it deserves.
Conservation of animals is critical at this point in our world, and should truly be served by those
with wildlife's best interest at heart. I am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857,
Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale
modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to
promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise
imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit
the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the
Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has
conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at
worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife
and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it
should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation
professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and
controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals
threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of
Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened
species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting
endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife
conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,
moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species
protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small
have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of
the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Staab bcstaab@cox.net VA US
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"whitneyhendrix09@hotmail.com" <whitneyhendrix09@hotmail.com>

From: "whitneyhendrix09@hotmail.com"
<whitneyhendrix09@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:07:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, whitney hendrix
whitneyhendrix09@hotmail.com NC US
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"info@stangorman.com" <info@stangorman.com>

From: "info@stangorman.com" <info@stangorman.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:07:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gormam Stan info@stangorman.com US
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"shirley4animals@comcast.net" <shirley4animals@comcast.net>

From: "shirley4animals@comcast.net" <shirley4animals@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:07:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shirley Charney Feldman
shirley4animals@comcast.net MD US
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"vheitzer@averyhess.com" <vheitzer@averyhess.com>

From: "vheitzer@averyhess.com" <vheitzer@averyhess.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:05:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roni Heitzer vheitzer@averyhess.com US
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"kingjudy25@gmail.com" <kingjudy25@gmail.com>

From: "kingjudy25@gmail.com" <kingjudy25@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:04:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy King kingjudy25@gmail.com US
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"sarapetty08@comcast.net" <sarapetty08@comcast.net>

From: "sarapetty08@comcast.net" <sarapetty08@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:05:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sara Petty sarapetty08@comcast.net US
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"beckydellamano@hotmail.com" <beckydellamano@hotmail.com>

From: "beckydellamano@hotmail.com" <beckydellamano@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:04:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Becky Dellamano
beckydellamano@hotmail.com US
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"sambritaz@hotmail.com" <sambritaz@hotmail.com>

From: "sambritaz@hotmail.com" <sambritaz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:03:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rhonda Vanecek sambritaz@hotmail.com
US
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"karen.clausen@att.net" <karen.clausen@att.net>

From: "karen.clausen@att.net" <karen.clausen@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:02:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Clausen karen.clausen@att.net IL US
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"willowbrown@gmail.com" <willowbrown@gmail.com>

From: "willowbrown@gmail.com" <willowbrown@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:03:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Willow Brown willowbrown@gmail.com US
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"marcellery@charter.net" <marcellery@charter.net>

From: "marcellery@charter.net" <marcellery@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marcelle Cline marcellery@charter.net US



Conversation Contents
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"cindymaruna@gmail.com" <cindymaruna@gmail.com>

From: "cindymaruna@gmail.com" <cindymaruna@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:00:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Maruna cindymaruna@gmail.com
OH US
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"nannyslww@comcast.net" <nannyslww@comcast.net>

From: "nannyslww@comcast.net" <nannyslww@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:59:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Wyman nannyslww@comcast.net US
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"richards@southwestsafari.com" <richards@southwestsafari.com>

From: "richards@southwestsafari.com"
<richards@southwestsafari.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:59:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Santos
richards@southwestsafari.com US
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"flofriendsfamilyetc@gmail.com" <flofriendsfamilyetc@gmail.com>

From: "flofriendsfamilyetc@gmail.com" <flofriendsfamilyetc@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:57:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Florence Boyd
flofriendsfamilyetc@gmail.com US
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"jcalavia@mdc.edu" <jcalavia@mdc.edu>

From: "jcalavia@mdc.edu" <jcalavia@mdc.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:57:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, JOSE CALAVIA jcalavia@mdc.edu US
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"gaylerogalski@bellsouth.net" <gaylerogalski@bellsouth.net>

From: "gaylerogalski@bellsouth.net" <gaylerogalski@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:56:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gayle Rogalski gaylerogalski@bellsouth.net
FL US
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"mdavis450@gmail.com" <mdavis450@gmail.com>

From: "mdavis450@gmail.com" <mdavis450@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:55:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matthew Davis mdavis450@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mlewand@gmail.com" <mlewand@gmail.com>

From: "mlewand@gmail.com" <mlewand@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:54:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Lewandowski mlewand@gmail.com
NY US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Knowlesrealty@sc.rr.com" <Knowlesrealty@sc.rr.com>

From: "Knowlesrealty@sc.rr.com" <Knowlesrealty@sc.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:53:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Larry Knowles Knowlesrealty@sc.rr.com SC
US
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"taylander89@comcast.net" <taylander89@comcast.net>

From: "taylander89@comcast.net" <taylander89@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:51:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa Thomas taylander89@comcast.net
US
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"Arcadylady@gmail.com" <Arcadylady@gmail.com>

From: "Arcadylady@gmail.com" <Arcadylady@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:51:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie McCutcheon Arcadylady@gmail.com
GB
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"jfoglia64@hotmail.com" <jfoglia64@hotmail.com>

From: "jfoglia64@hotmail.com" <jfoglia64@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:50:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jo Ann Foglia jfoglia64@hotmail.com NE US
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"choy@tusculum.edu" <choy@tusculum.edu>

From: "choy@tusculum.edu" <choy@tusculum.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:50:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cliff Hoy choy@tusculum.edu US
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"lwalarcon@gmail.com" <lwalarcon@gmail.com>

From: "lwalarcon@gmail.com" <lwalarcon@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:51:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie Alarcon lwalarcon@gmail.com US
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"katzlady12@comcast.net" <katzlady12@comcast.net>

From: "katzlady12@comcast.net" <katzlady12@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:50:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lauren Gantz katzlady12@comcast.net US
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"marian.cruz2903@gmail.com" <marian.cruz2903@gmail.com>

From: "marian.cruz2903@gmail.com" <marian.cruz2903@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marian Cruz marian.cruz2903@gmail.com
CA US
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"scott@carrolldesignworks.com" <scott@carrolldesignworks.com>

From: "scott@carrolldesignworks.com" <scott@carrolldesignworks.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Scott Carroll scott@carrolldesignworks.com
US
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"rosiesdog2015@gmail.com" <rosiesdog2015@gmail.com>

From: "rosiesdog2015@gmail.com" <rosiesdog2015@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:50:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane solomon rosiesdog2015@gmail.com
WA US
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"jjpasq@comcast.net" <jjpasq@comcast.net>

From: "jjpasq@comcast.net" <jjpasq@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:50:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jude Pasqualini jjpasq@comcast.net US
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"s.deming96@gmail.com" <s.deming96@gmail.com>

From: "s.deming96@gmail.com" <s.deming96@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:48:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shannon Deming s.deming96@gmail.com
US
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"billrubin@theflatsatriverwalk.com" <billrubin@theflatsatriverwalk.com>

From: "billrubin@theflatsatriverwalk.com"
<billrubin@theflatsatriverwalk.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:47:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bill Rubin billrubin@theflatsatriverwalk.com
US
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"weinerdog66@gmail.com" <weinerdog66@gmail.com>

From: "weinerdog66@gmail.com" <weinerdog66@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:47:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eric Weiner weinerdog66@gmail.com US
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"raolson@flash.net" <raolson@flash.net>

From: "raolson@flash.net" <raolson@flash.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:45:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Olson raolson@flash.net AZ US
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"janbill02@gmail.com" <janbill02@gmail.com>

From: "janbill02@gmail.com" <janbill02@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:45:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
I am deeply disheartened to think trophy hunting is going to be supported by my government .
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jan Mulholland janbill02@gmail.com US
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"beatraveler@hotmail.com" <beatraveler@hotmail.com>

From: "beatraveler@hotmail.com" <beatraveler@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:44:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frank Schrader beatraveler@hotmail.com US
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"bobole4@gmail.com" <bobole4@gmail.com>

From: "bobole4@gmail.com" <bobole4@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:45:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ewa Bobolewski bobole4@gmail.com US
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"einparis@bellsouth.net" <einparis@bellsouth.net>

From: "einparis@bellsouth.net" <einparis@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:45:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Speed einparis@bellsouth.net US
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"mart152@hotmail.com" <mart152@hotmail.com>

From: "mart152@hotmail.com" <mart152@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:43:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martha Henry mart152@hotmail.com US
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"marcylauer@charter.net" <marcylauer@charter.net>

From: "marcylauer@charter.net" <marcylauer@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:44:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marcy Lauer marcylauer@charter.net OR US
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"catladysandy1849@gmail.com" <catladysandy1849@gmail.com>

From: "catladysandy1849@gmail.com" <catladysandy1849@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:44:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Weaver
catladysandy1849@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cocoathunder@verizon.net" <cocoathunder@verizon.net>

From: "cocoathunder@verizon.net" <cocoathunder@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:42:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shirley Grimes cocoathunder@verizon.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"teresaleon@bellsouth.net" <teresaleon@bellsouth.net>

From: "teresaleon@bellsouth.net" <teresaleon@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:42:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry Leon teresaleon@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"aevenegas11@webtv.net" <aevenegas11@webtv.net>

From: "aevenegas11@webtv.net" <aevenegas11@webtv.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:42:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andres Venegas aevenegas11@webtv.net
TX US
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"geoff_f@earthlink.net" <geoff_f@earthlink.net>

From: "geoff_f@earthlink.net" <geoff_f@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:42:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: The International Wildlife Conservation Council needs to make
changes

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
How will we tell future generation that we were the ones responsible for the decimation of
species to the point where they no longer exist in the wild and only in zoos? Do we really want
that castrophy on our shoulders to burden for eternity? I am responding to the formation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8,
2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council
undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council
would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered,
or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife
populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this
approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Geoffrey Frank geoff_f@earthlink.net CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"windspirit01@hotmail.com" <windspirit01@hotmail.com>

From: "windspirit01@hotmail.com" <windspirit01@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:42:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shona Gleason windspirit01@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mhynes1@metlife.com" <mhynes1@metlife.com>

From: "mhynes1@metlife.com" <mhynes1@metlife.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:42:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Hynes mhynes1@metlife.com NY
US
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"pettyfan78@hotmail.com" <pettyfan78@hotmail.com>

From: "pettyfan78@hotmail.com" <pettyfan78@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:42:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Troy Loske pettyfan78@hotmail.com IL US
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"cheryl619@peoplepc.com" <cheryl619@peoplepc.com>

From: "cheryl619@peoplepc.com" <cheryl619@peoplepc.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:41:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheryl Phillips cheryl619@peoplepc.com TN
US
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"gbauerband@charter.net" <gbauerband@charter.net>

From: "gbauerband@charter.net" <gbauerband@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:40:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ginger Bauerband gbauerband@charter.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sblake@sblake.com" <sblake@sblake.com>

From: "sblake@sblake.com" <sblake@sblake.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:41:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Blake sblake@sblake.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sessions3@mac.com" <sessions3@mac.com>

From: "sessions3@mac.com" <sessions3@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am writing this email to you in response to the formation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857,
Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). This Council is thinly-veiled as a "Conservation" entity, when in
fact, it is composed of individuals who support the grisly practice of "Trophy Hunting".
Furthermore, this Council supports the importation of the "trophies" from these hunts: body parts
of animals gunned down by trophy hunters. Even species listed as imperiled of becoming extinct
and receive protection from both CITES and the Endangered Species Act are included as
permissible species to hunt and to import their body parts as "trophies"! "Trophy Hunting" is an
archaic practice from a bygone era. In fact, a whopping 87% of Americans today oppose trophy-
hunting of Endangered as well as Threatened Species! You have both the authority and
opportunity to enact significant changes in this Council's goals as well as the makeup of those
who will serve on it. Stand for CONSERVING imperiled species. Reject the gun and ammunition
lobby as potential members, as well as those who promote trophy hunting and importing body
parts ("trophies") from animals hunted and killed in other countries, into the U.S. Do your part to
make these amendments to this Council. Rather than push many endangered and threatened
species into extinction in the next 50 years (yes, they are that imperiled), be a Council that
seeks to SAVE SPECIES by abandoning any support for the very out-of-date practice of Thropy
Hunting as well as importing the body parts of these kills into our nation. I deeply hope you will
enact these changes to truly support threatened species as a Conservation-based Council.
Sincerely, Marcia A. Sessions, U. S. Citizen. sessions3@mac.com Sincerely, Marcia Sessions
sessions3@mac.com US
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"dustydustdust@icloud.com" <dustydustdust@icloud.com>

From: "dustydustdust@icloud.com" <dustydustdust@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:39:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Morrissey dustydustdust@icloud.com
CA US
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"lcuellar1@cox.net" <lcuellar1@cox.net>

From: "lcuellar1@cox.net" <lcuellar1@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:38:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leticia Cuellar lcuellar1@cox.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ljmintun123@gmail.com" <ljmintun123@gmail.com>

From: "ljmintun123@gmail.com" <ljmintun123@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:38:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Mintun ljmintun123@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"annxpress@live.com" <annxpress@live.com>

From: "annxpress@live.com" <annxpress@live.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:37:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Rennacker annxpress@live.com CA US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sujuolson@icloud.com" <sujuolson@icloud.com>

From: "sujuolson@icloud.com" <sujuolson@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:36:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Olson sujuolson@icloud.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mth1258@hotmail.com" <mth1258@hotmail.com>

From: "mth1258@hotmail.com" <mth1258@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:35:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michele Hryc mth1258@hotmail.com US
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"mich210@gmail.com" <mich210@gmail.com>

From: "mich210@gmail.com" <mich210@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:35:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Barros mich210@gmail.com US
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"frankadamick@rcn.com" <frankadamick@rcn.com>

From: "frankadamick@rcn.com" <frankadamick@rcn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:35:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frank Adamick frankadamick@rcn.com NY
US
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"bobbigrimm@outlook.com" <bobbigrimm@outlook.com>

From: "bobbigrimm@outlook.com" <bobbigrimm@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:34:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Victoria Wilde bobbigrimm@outlook.com US
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"gonetothedogs3@comcast.net" <gonetothedogs3@comcast.net>

From: "gonetothedogs3@comcast.net" <gonetothedogs3@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:34:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marie Hendon gonetothedogs3@comcast.net
IL US
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"pamelahorowitz@hotmail.com" <pamelahorowitz@hotmail.com>

From: "pamelahorowitz@hotmail.com" <pamelahorowitz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:32:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Horowitz
pamelahorowitz@hotmail.com US
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"Gloriabmd@comcast.net" <Gloriabmd@comcast.net>

From: "Gloriabmd@comcast.net" <Gloriabmd@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:30:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Gloriabmd@comcast.net

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Gloria Bilinski Gloriabmd@comcast.net MD US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"deborah.carlton@att.net" <deborah.carlton@att.net>

From: "deborah.carlton@att.net" <deborah.carlton@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:30:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deb Carlton deborah.carlton@att.net US
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"andrealvb@twc.com" <andrealvb@twc.com>

From: "andrealvb@twc.com" <andrealvb@twc.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:29:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrea Vitiello andrealvb@twc.com US
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"ruthnoelbrubaker@gmail.com" <ruthnoelbrubaker@gmail.com>

From: "ruthnoelbrubaker@gmail.com" <ruthnoelbrubaker@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:30:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruth Brubaker ruthnoelbrubaker@gmail.com
US
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"gould.sa@gmail.com" <gould.sa@gmail.com>

From: "gould.sa@gmail.com" <gould.sa@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:30:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Gould gould.sa@gmail.com US
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"1poprocker@gmail.com" <1poprocker@gmail.com>

From: "1poprocker@gmail.com" <1poprocker@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:28:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Antonino Erba 1poprocker@gmail.com IA US
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"suef@no-exit-studios.demon.co.uk" <suef@no-exit-studios.demon.co.uk>

From: "suef@no-exit-studios.demon.co.uk" <suef@no-exit-
studios.demon.co.uk>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:27:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue fellows suef@no-exit-
studios.demon.co.uk GB
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"francie5155@comcast.net" <francie5155@comcast.net>

From: "francie5155@comcast.net" <francie5155@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:27:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Francine Ellis francie5155@comcast.net US
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"ejsettel28@gmail.com" <ejsettel28@gmail.com>

From: "ejsettel28@gmail.com" <ejsettel28@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:26:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Settel ejsettel28@gmail.com US
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"marykmahl1@cox.net" <marykmahl1@cox.net>

From: "marykmahl1@cox.net" <marykmahl1@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:26:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, mary cappiello marykmahl1@cox.net US
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"holly.qualls.hq@gmail.com" <holly.qualls.hq@gmail.com>

From: "holly.qualls.hq@gmail.com" <holly.qualls.hq@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:25:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Holly Qualls holly.qualls.hq@gmail.com KY
US
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"drvhamman@comcast.net" <drvhamman@comcast.net>

From: "drvhamman@comcast.net" <drvhamman@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:24:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, victoria Hamman drvhamman@comcast.net
US
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"lyn@goomba.com" <lyn@goomba.com>

From: "lyn@goomba.com" <lyn@goomba.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:23:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lyn Meyerding lyn@goomba.com US
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"jjpasq@comcast.net" <jjpasq@comcast.net>

From: "jjpasq@comcast.net" <jjpasq@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:23:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Pasqualini jjpasq@comcast.net US
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"tjayz55@comcast.net" <tjayz55@comcast.net>

From: "tjayz55@comcast.net" <tjayz55@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:23:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry A Jenkins tjayz55@comcast.net WA
US
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"mlpappolla@verizon.net" <mlpappolla@verizon.net>

From: "mlpappolla@verizon.net" <mlpappolla@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:22:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Lou Pappolla mlpappolla@verizon.net
US
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"sandylonginotti@att.net" <sandylonginotti@att.net>

From: "sandylonginotti@att.net" <sandylonginotti@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Longinotti sandylonginotti@att.net US
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"brianaala@hotmail.com" <brianaala@hotmail.com>

From: "brianaala@hotmail.com" <brianaala@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brian Pierson brianaala@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"megancatherinefaber@gmail.com" <megancatherinefaber@gmail.com>

From: "megancatherinefaber@gmail.com"
<megancatherinefaber@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:17:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Megan Faber
megancatherinefaber@gmail.com CO US
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"marthajohnson07@bellsouth.net" <marthajohnson07@bellsouth.net>

From: "marthajohnson07@bellsouth.net"
<marthajohnson07@bellsouth.net>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:17:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, M.a. Johnson
marthajohnson07@bellsouth.net US
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"lindajayneclark@gmail.com" <lindajayneclark@gmail.com>

From: "lindajayneclark@gmail.com" <lindajayneclark@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:15:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Clark lindajayneclark@gmail.com US
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"swlight1@gmail.com" <swlight1@gmail.com>

From: "swlight1@gmail.com" <swlight1@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:15:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Denker swlight1@gmail.com US
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"alica.reff@hotmail.com" <alica.reff@hotmail.com>

From: "alica.reff@hotmail.com" <alica.reff@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:14:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alica Kincaid alica.reff@hotmail.com US
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"prkendall7@gmail.com" <prkendall7@gmail.com>

From: "prkendall7@gmail.com" <prkendall7@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:13:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Kendall prkendall7@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"robpat95@charter.net" <robpat95@charter.net>

From: "robpat95@charter.net" <robpat95@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:13:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Abramowicz robpat95@charter.net
US
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"mich210@gmail.com" <mich210@gmail.com>

From: "mich210@gmail.com" <mich210@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:13:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Barros mich210@gmail.com US
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"joannemayberry621@gmail.com" <joannemayberry621@gmail.com>

From: "joannemayberry621@gmail.com"
<joannemayberry621@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:13:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joanne Mayberry
joannemayberry621@gmail.com US
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"blancosusan16@gmail.com" <blancosusan16@gmail.com>

From: "blancosusan16@gmail.com" <blancosusan16@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:13:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susana Blanco blancosusan16@gmail.com
US
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"jccortes@hotmail.com" <jccortes@hotmail.com>

From: "jccortes@hotmail.com" <jccortes@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:12:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Juan Cortes jccortes@hotmail.com US
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"baby2012@earthlink.net" <baby2012@earthlink.net>

From: "baby2012@earthlink.net" <baby2012@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:12:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jim Millman baby2012@earthlink.net US
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"eskur019@umn.edu" <eskur019@umn.edu>

From: "eskur019@umn.edu" <eskur019@umn.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:12:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachel Eskuri eskur019@umn.edu US
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"lilaetorres@comcast.net" <lilaetorres@comcast.net>

From: "lilaetorres@comcast.net" <lilaetorres@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:11:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lila Torres lilaetorres@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sherlocksmom@outlook.com" <sherlocksmom@outlook.com>

From: "sherlocksmom@outlook.com" <sherlocksmom@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:11:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julia McLaughlin
sherlocksmom@outlook.com US
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"p.boulton.holmes@netzero.com" <p.boulton.holmes@netzero.com>

From: "p.boulton.holmes@netzero.com"
<p.boulton.holmes@netzero.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:10:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, P Boulton p.boulton.holmes@netzero.com
US
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"dawnreve@comcast.net" <dawnreve@comcast.net>

From: "dawnreve@comcast.net" <dawnreve@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:08:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dawn Neymeiyer dawnreve@comcast.net
US
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"lilmouse1213@earthlink.net" <lilmouse1213@earthlink.net>

From: "lilmouse1213@earthlink.net" <lilmouse1213@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:08:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Neste lilmouse1213@earthlink.net US
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"blusmom11@gmail.com" <blusmom11@gmail.com>

From: "blusmom11@gmail.com" <blusmom11@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:07:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessa Stone blusmom11@gmail.com US
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"marukafernandez@gmail.com" <marukafernandez@gmail.com>

From: "marukafernandez@gmail.com" <marukafernandez@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:06:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maruka Fernandez
marukafernandez@gmail.com US
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"trepp4@gmail.com" <trepp4@gmail.com>

From: "trepp4@gmail.com" <trepp4@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:05:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurel Treppeda trepp4@gmail.com NY US
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"dmdv45@hotmail.com" <dmdv45@hotmail.com>

From: "dmdv45@hotmail.com" <dmdv45@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:05:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna D Varcoe dmdv45@hotmail.com US
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"drigler@lakecountypress.com" <drigler@lakecountypress.com>

From: "drigler@lakecountypress.com" <drigler@lakecountypress.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:05:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Rigler drigler@lakecountypress.com
US
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"redoctober008mx@gmail.com" <redoctober008mx@gmail.com>

From: "redoctober008mx@gmail.com" <redoctober008mx@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:04:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Evans redoctober008mx@gmail.com
WV US
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"susane.stacey@pbsg.com" <susane.stacey@pbsg.com>

From: "susane.stacey@pbsg.com" <susane.stacey@pbsg.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:03:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Stacey susane.stacey@pbsg.com US
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"chris_byknish@mercy.com" <chris_byknish@mercy.com>

From: "chris_byknish@mercy.com" <chris_byknish@mercy.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:03:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris Byknish chris_byknish@mercy.com US
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"nancy@shortys.com" <nancy@shortys.com>

From: "nancy@shortys.com" <nancy@shortys.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:03:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Mayes nancy@shortys.com US
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"kzarrabi9@gmail.com" <kzarrabi9@gmail.com>

From: "kzarrabi9@gmail.com" <kzarrabi9@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:02:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kamron Zarrabi kzarrabi9@gmail.com US
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"hccolby@gmail.com" <hccolby@gmail.com>

From: "hccolby@gmail.com" <hccolby@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:01:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helen Colby hccolby@gmail.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pmdeborah@gmail.com" <pmdeborah@gmail.com>

From: "pmdeborah@gmail.com" <pmdeborah@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:01:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Devers pmdeborah@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ginamarieco@gmail.com" <ginamarieco@gmail.com>

From: "ginamarieco@gmail.com" <ginamarieco@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:59:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, gina colangelo ginamarieco@gmail.com US
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"lindaj@hamilton.net" <lindaj@hamilton.net>

From: "lindaj@hamilton.net" <lindaj@hamilton.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:59:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Jones lindaj@hamilton.net US



Conversation Contents
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"taramd7@cox.net" <taramd7@cox.net>

From: "taramd7@cox.net" <taramd7@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:57:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tara Miller Donohue taramd7@cox.net NE
US
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"mike@lauerappraisal.com" <mike@lauerappraisal.com>

From: "mike@lauerappraisal.com" <mike@lauerappraisal.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:56:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mike Thomason mike@lauerappraisal.com
US
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"tami@masterstitleinc.com" <tami@masterstitleinc.com>

From: "tami@masterstitleinc.com" <tami@masterstitleinc.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:57:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tami Klein tami@masterstitleinc.com US
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"chrisanger@att.net" <chrisanger@att.net>

From: "chrisanger@att.net" <chrisanger@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:55:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denyse Anger chrisanger@att.net US
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"elizabeth.a.draper@gmail.com" <elizabeth.a.draper@gmail.com>

From: "elizabeth.a.draper@gmail.com" <elizabeth.a.draper@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:55:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Draper
elizabeth.a.draper@gmail.com US
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"lisariddell@att.net" <lisariddell@att.net>

From: "lisariddell@att.net" <lisariddell@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:55:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Riddell lisariddell@att.net US
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"samranae13@gmail.com" <samranae13@gmail.com>

From: "samranae13@gmail.com" <samranae13@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:55:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Samantha Sampson
samranae13@gmail.com OR US
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"lkennis@denverlibrary.org" <lkennis@denverlibrary.org>

From: "lkennis@denverlibrary.org" <lkennis@denverlibrary.org>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:54:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leigh Kennison lkennis@denverlibrary.org
US
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"bandwward@msn.com" <bandwward@msn.com>

From: "bandwward@msn.com" <bandwward@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:54:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, B Ward bandwward@msn.com US
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"jensaxon02@gmail.com" <jensaxon02@gmail.com>

From: "jensaxon02@gmail.com" <jensaxon02@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:53:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. In the last 50 years we’ve lost 40% of the world’s
wildlife, all because of our actions and inactions. And that number continues to accelerate. By
repealing this ban, we are actively and knowingly contributing to this irreversible massacre. We
as Americans, as humans, sharing this planet with all living beings, should be better than that.
Sincerely, Jen Saxon jensaxon02@gmail.com US
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"mcgillicuddyd@msn.com" <mcgillicuddyd@msn.com>

From: "mcgillicuddyd@msn.com" <mcgillicuddyd@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:53:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dana Mcgillicuddy mcgillicuddyd@msn.com
US
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"michellereed@earthlink.net" <michellereed@earthlink.net>

From: "michellereed@earthlink.net" <michellereed@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:53:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Wolf michellereed@earthlink.net US
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"lgraf@walkersshortbread.com" <lgraf@walkersshortbread.com>

From: "lgraf@walkersshortbread.com" <lgraf@walkersshortbread.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:53:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Graf lgraf@walkersshortbread.com US
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"ellenleary@gmail.com" <ellenleary@gmail.com>

From: "ellenleary@gmail.com" <ellenleary@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:53:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellen Callahan ellenleary@gmail.com MA US
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"dlprice7985@att.net" <dlprice7985@att.net>

From: "dlprice7985@att.net" <dlprice7985@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:50:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Price dlprice7985@att.net US
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"albud@citlink.net" <albud@citlink.net>

From: "albud@citlink.net" <albud@citlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:50:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Heeman albud@citlink.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"claudiahurtadohomes@gmail.com" <claudiahurtadohomes@gmail.com>

From: "claudiahurtadohomes@gmail.com"
<claudiahurtadohomes@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:50:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Claudia Hurtado
claudiahurtadohomes@gmail.com US
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"sandra2000@asu.edu" <sandra2000@asu.edu>

From: "sandra2000@asu.edu" <sandra2000@asu.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:49:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Mooney sandra2000@asu.edu US
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"tinkizfit@gmail.com" <tinkizfit@gmail.com>

From: "tinkizfit@gmail.com" <tinkizfit@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:48:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Russell tinkizfit@gmail.com US
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"sistereagle@me.com" <sistereagle@me.com>

From: "sistereagle@me.com" <sistereagle@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:49:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruth Mccoy sistereagle@me.com US
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"bravostephanieb@gmail.com" <bravostephanieb@gmail.com>

From: "bravostephanieb@gmail.com" <bravostephanieb@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:49:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie Bravo
bravostephanieb@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"marymaureen@suddenlink.net" <marymaureen@suddenlink.net>

From: "marymaureen@suddenlink.net" <marymaureen@suddenlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:48:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maureen James
marymaureen@suddenlink.net LA US
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"jmclella@msn.com" <jmclella@msn.com>

From: "jmclella@msn.com" <jmclella@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:47:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanne Mclelland jmclella@msn.com MI US
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"flikasailor@gmail.com" <flikasailor@gmail.com>

From: "flikasailor@gmail.com" <flikasailor@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:47:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris Bouckaert flikasailor@gmail.com US
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"RaylineDean@gmail.com" <RaylineDean@gmail.com>

From: "RaylineDean@gmail.com" <RaylineDean@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:45:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rayline Dean RaylineDean@gmail.com US
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"aklavon7@gmail.com" <aklavon7@gmail.com>

From: "aklavon7@gmail.com" <aklavon7@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:45:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Lavon aklavon7@gmail.com IL US
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"mmccarty@twcny.rr.com" <mmccarty@twcny.rr.com>

From: "mmccarty@twcny.rr.com" <mmccarty@twcny.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:44:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matthew Mccarty mmccarty@twcny.rr.com
US
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"mmoneski@gmail.com" <mmoneski@gmail.com>

From: "mmoneski@gmail.com" <mmoneski@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:43:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Welker mmoneski@gmail.com MD US
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"happytomkat@gmail.com" <happytomkat@gmail.com>

From: "happytomkat@gmail.com" <happytomkat@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:43:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katrina Reeves happytomkat@gmail.com US
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"droors.no.43@gmail.com" <droors.no.43@gmail.com>

From: "droors.no.43@gmail.com" <droors.no.43@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:42:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Seth Picker droors.no.43@gmail.com CA US
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"osboldi1954@att.net" <osboldi1954@att.net>

From: "osboldi1954@att.net" <osboldi1954@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:42:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanne Meyer osboldi1954@att.net US
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"sarahmoges@hotmail.com" <sarahmoges@hotmail.com>

From: "sarahmoges@hotmail.com" <sarahmoges@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:40:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Moges sarahmoges@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"laura.metromaintenance@gmail.com"
<laura.metromaintenance@gmail.com>

From: "laura.metromaintenance@gmail.com"
<laura.metromaintenance@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:39:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Passey
laura.metromaintenance@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jessica.jensen.77@gmail.com" <jessica.jensen.77@gmail.com>

From: "jessica.jensen.77@gmail.com" <jessica.jensen.77@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:39:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Jensen
jessica.jensen.77@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vera.lizzy@outlook.com" <vera.lizzy@outlook.com>

From: "vera.lizzy@outlook.com" <vera.lizzy@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:39:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vera Vasconcelos vera.lizzy@outlook.com
US
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"brigates@gmail.com" <brigates@gmail.com>

From: "brigates@gmail.com" <brigates@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:38:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brianne Gates brigates@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gina.ruiz1066@outlook.com" <gina.ruiz1066@outlook.com>

From: "gina.ruiz1066@outlook.com" <gina.ruiz1066@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:37:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gina Ruiz gina.ruiz1066@outlook.com US
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"kraziegranny@gmail.com" <kraziegranny@gmail.com>

From: "kraziegranny@gmail.com" <kraziegranny@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:37:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beverly Melton kraziegranny@gmail.com US
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"s.soens@comcast.net" <s.soens@comcast.net>

From: "s.soens@comcast.net" <s.soens@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:35:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sara Soens s.soens@comcast.net US
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"jeanette@bigsky.net" <jeanette@bigsky.net>

From: "jeanette@bigsky.net" <jeanette@bigsky.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:34:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanette Copeland jeanette@bigsky.net US
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"jan.lefrancois@converse.edu" <jan.lefrancois@converse.edu>

From: "jan.lefrancois@converse.edu" <jan.lefrancois@converse.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:34:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet LeFrancois
jan.lefrancois@converse.edu US
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"mike@freedmanbenefits.com" <mike@freedmanbenefits.com>

From: "mike@freedmanbenefits.com" <mike@freedmanbenefits.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:34:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Freedman
mike@freedmanbenefits.com US
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"edormary@gmail.com" <edormary@gmail.com>

From: "edormary@gmail.com" <edormary@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:33:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, William Lewis edormary@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"holleysryan@hotmail.com" <holleysryan@hotmail.com>

From: "holleysryan@hotmail.com" <holleysryan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:32:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Holley Ryan holleysryan@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rociomiranda@att.net" <rociomiranda@att.net>

From: "rociomiranda@att.net" <rociomiranda@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:32:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rocio Miranda rociomiranda@att.net US
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"dipitydo01@gmail.com" <dipitydo01@gmail.com>

From: "dipitydo01@gmail.com" <dipitydo01@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:32:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Dipper dipitydo01@gmail.com NY US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tiffany.lane7@gmail.com" <tiffany.lane7@gmail.com>

From: "tiffany.lane7@gmail.com" <tiffany.lane7@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tiffany Lane tiffany.lane7@gmail.com US
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"yankee56@wtd.net" <yankee56@wtd.net>

From: "yankee56@wtd.net" <yankee56@wtd.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:30:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katherine Okulewicz yankee56@wtd.net TX
US
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"jalessi@prodigy.net" <jalessi@prodigy.net>

From: "jalessi@prodigy.net" <jalessi@prodigy.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:30:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joyce Alessi jalessi@prodigy.net US
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"mnzoo@comcast.net" <mnzoo@comcast.net>

From: "mnzoo@comcast.net" <mnzoo@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:30:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Louise Mann mnzoo@comcast.net US
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"david_chu@comcast.net" <david_chu@comcast.net>

From: "david_chu@comcast.net" <david_chu@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:30:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Chu david_chu@comcast.net US
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"jimtkachuk@gmail.com" <jimtkachuk@gmail.com>

From: "jimtkachuk@gmail.com" <jimtkachuk@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:29:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James and Janice Tkachuk
jimtkachuk@gmail.com PA US
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"pederson2012@myfairpoint.net" <pederson2012@myfairpoint.net>

From: "pederson2012@myfairpoint.net"
<pederson2012@myfairpoint.net>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:29:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helen Pederson
pederson2012@myfairpoint.net US
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"bhmtnlover@hotmail.com" <bhmtnlover@hotmail.com>

From: "bhmtnlover@hotmail.com" <bhmtnlover@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:27:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pam H bhmtnlover@hotmail.com US
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"antoinette.johnson@downstate.edu" <antoinette.johnson@downstate.edu>

From: "antoinette.johnson@downstate.edu"
<antoinette.johnson@downstate.edu>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:28:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Antoinette Johnson
antoinette.johnson@downstate.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pianist386@icloud.com" <pianist386@icloud.com>

From: "pianist386@icloud.com" <pianist386@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:28:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Corrin Houser pianist386@icloud.com US
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"k.mesuda@att.net" <k.mesuda@att.net>

From: "k.mesuda@att.net" <k.mesuda@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:26:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Hanniman k.mesuda@att.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jsfranklin18@gmail.com" <jsfranklin18@gmail.com>

From: "jsfranklin18@gmail.com" <jsfranklin18@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:26:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jill Franklin jsfranklin18@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mcijoann@gmail.com" <mcijoann@gmail.com>

From: "mcijoann@gmail.com" <mcijoann@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:27:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, JoAnn McIntosh mcijoann@gmail.com US
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"betty609@webtv.net" <betty609@webtv.net>

From: "betty609@webtv.net" <betty609@webtv.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:25:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betty Combs betty609@webtv.net US
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"pohlkm46@hotmail.com" <pohlkm46@hotmail.com>

From: "pohlkm46@hotmail.com" <pohlkm46@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:24:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kari Pohl pohlkm46@hotmail.com PA US
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"stephr61@hotmail.com" <stephr61@hotmail.com>

From: "stephr61@hotmail.com" <stephr61@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:25:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie Campbell stephr61@hotmail.com
US
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"mkozltd@gmail.com" <mkozltd@gmail.com>

From: "mkozltd@gmail.com" <mkozltd@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:24:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Kosovich mkozltd@gmail.com US
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"msutton49@twcny.rr.com" <msutton49@twcny.rr.com>

From: "msutton49@twcny.rr.com" <msutton49@twcny.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:24:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Sutton msutton49@twcny.rr.com NY
US
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"li.katsarou7@gmail.com" <li.katsarou7@gmail.com>

From: "li.katsarou7@gmail.com" <li.katsarou7@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:24:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Litsa Katsarou li.katsarou7@gmail.com US
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"stolley@comcast.net" <stolley@comcast.net>

From: "stolley@comcast.net" <stolley@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:23:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sylvia Tolley stolley@comcast.net US
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"ryland318@att.net" <ryland318@att.net>

From: "ryland318@att.net" <ryland318@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:22:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Loretta Ryland ryland318@att.net US
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"mark@dandrelectric.com" <mark@dandrelectric.com>

From: "mark@dandrelectric.com" <mark@dandrelectric.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark DiDonato mark@dandrelectric.com FL
US
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"ilsed@uw.edu" <ilsed@uw.edu>

From: "ilsed@uw.edu" <ilsed@uw.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:19:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ilse DePriest ilsed@uw.edu US
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"cookie79lcb@gmail.com" <cookie79lcb@gmail.com>

From: "cookie79lcb@gmail.com" <cookie79lcb@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:18:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Betancourt cookie79lcb@gmail.com
US
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"bebbie88@gmail.com" <bebbie88@gmail.com>

From: "bebbie88@gmail.com" <bebbie88@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:19:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beverley L Lumpkins bebbie88@gmail.com
MD US
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"tnl@centurylink.net" <tnl@centurylink.net>

From: "tnl@centurylink.net" <tnl@centurylink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:18:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Ranstrom tnl@centurylink.net US
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"bensweeton32@hotmail.com" <bensweeton32@hotmail.com>

From: "bensweeton32@hotmail.com" <bensweeton32@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:18:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ben Sweeton bensweeton32@hotmail.com
US
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"mjcavassa@gmail.com" <mjcavassa@gmail.com>

From: "mjcavassa@gmail.com" <mjcavassa@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:18:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marilyn Cavassa mjcavassa@gmail.com US
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"jmbartner@icloud.com" <jmbartner@icloud.com>

From: "jmbartner@icloud.com" <jmbartner@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:18:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joyce Bartner jmbartner@icloud.com US
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"deborah.a.lipman@gmail.com" <deborah.a.lipman@gmail.com>

From: "deborah.a.lipman@gmail.com" <deborah.a.lipman@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:18:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Lipman
deborah.a.lipman@gmail.com RI US
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"floricat@att.net" <floricat@att.net>

From: "floricat@att.net" <floricat@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:17:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Iris Fitzgerald floricat@att.net US
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"idacarideo@optonline.net" <idacarideo@optonline.net>

From: "idacarideo@optonline.net" <idacarideo@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:17:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ida Carideo idacarideo@optonline.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gabrielacaraballo2001@gmail.com" <gabrielacaraballo2001@gmail.com>

From: "gabrielacaraballo2001@gmail.com"
<gabrielacaraballo2001@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:16:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gabriela Caraballo
gabrielacaraballo2001@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ivt.ark@gmail.com" <ivt.ark@gmail.com>

From: "ivt.ark@gmail.com" <ivt.ark@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:17:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rubi Ramos ivt.ark@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"doryruth2@gmail.com" <doryruth2@gmail.com>

From: "doryruth2@gmail.com" <doryruth2@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:17:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruth Williams doryruth2@gmail.com VA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"aydeep@verizon.net" <aydeep@verizon.net>

From: "aydeep@verizon.net" <aydeep@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:15:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Aydee Palomino aydeep@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dgl4461@hotmail.com" <dgl4461@hotmail.com>

From: "dgl4461@hotmail.com" <dgl4461@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Llewellyn dgl4461@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nayitamcc@gmail.com" <nayitamcc@gmail.com>

From: "nayitamcc@gmail.com" <nayitamcc@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:15:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nadia McCartney nayitamcc@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"klbloodworth@bellsouth.net" <klbloodworth@bellsouth.net>

From: "klbloodworth@bellsouth.net" <klbloodworth@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:15:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kerry Bloodworth klbloodworth@bellsouth.net
NC US
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"breckelsjohns@hotmail.com" <breckelsjohns@hotmail.com>

From: "breckelsjohns@hotmail.com" <breckelsjohns@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:15:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jim Breckels Kathy Johns
breckelsjohns@hotmail.com US
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"bmooney7@optonline.net" <bmooney7@optonline.net>

From: "bmooney7@optonline.net" <bmooney7@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:14:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betty Mooney bmooney7@optonline.net US
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"kibble16@msn.com" <kibble16@msn.com>

From: "kibble16@msn.com" <kibble16@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:14:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anna Markholt kibble16@msn.com US
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"griff011@umn.edu" <griff011@umn.edu>

From: "griff011@umn.edu" <griff011@umn.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:13:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jayne Griffith griff011@umn.edu US
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"jean9212@cox.net" <jean9212@cox.net>

From: "jean9212@cox.net" <jean9212@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:13:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jean Nunamaker jean9212@cox.net US
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"supiercy61@gmail.com" <supiercy61@gmail.com>

From: "supiercy61@gmail.com" <supiercy61@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:12:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sudakshina Piercy supiercy61@gmail.com
CO US
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"sgocke49@gmail.com" <sgocke49@gmail.com>

From: "sgocke49@gmail.com" <sgocke49@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:13:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Gocke sgocke49@gmail.com US
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"joestine@floridagolfmagazine.com" <joestine@floridagolfmagazine.com>

From: "joestine@floridagolfmagazine.com"
<joestine@floridagolfmagazine.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:12:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joe Stine joestine@floridagolfmagazine.com
US
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"dgillaspie@oag.state.md.us" <dgillaspie@oag.state.md.us>

From: "dgillaspie@oag.state.md.us" <dgillaspie@oag.state.md.us>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:12:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Gillaspie dgillaspie@oag.state.md.us
US
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"regina.milano@whschools.org" <regina.milano@whschools.org>

From: "regina.milano@whschools.org" <regina.milano@whschools.org>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:10:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Regina Milano regina.milano@whschools.org
CT US
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"gabriella1111@hotmail.com" <gabriella1111@hotmail.com>

From: "gabriella1111@hotmail.com" <gabriella1111@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:10:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicole Smith gabriella1111@hotmail.com US
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"karen_donovan@hotmail.com" <karen_donovan@hotmail.com>

From: "karen_donovan@hotmail.com" <karen_donovan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:10:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Donovan
karen_donovan@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"corbinalm@hotmail.com" <corbinalm@hotmail.com>

From: "corbinalm@hotmail.com" <corbinalm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:09:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alice Corbin corbinalm@hotmail.com US
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"lgk3rsk@msn.com" <lgk3rsk@msn.com>

From: "lgk3rsk@msn.com" <lgk3rsk@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:09:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruth Kuch lgk3rsk@msn.com US
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"sofieioannou24@icloud.com" <sofieioannou24@icloud.com>

From: "sofieioannou24@icloud.com" <sofieioannou24@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:09:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sofie Ioannou sofieioannou24@icloud.com
NY GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"higgsisu@hotmail.com" <higgsisu@hotmail.com>

From: "higgsisu@hotmail.com" <higgsisu@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:08:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Gardiner higgsisu@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jvautour@icloud.com" <jvautour@icloud.com>

From: "jvautour@icloud.com" <jvautour@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:07:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeffery Vautour jvautour@icloud.com AZ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"meganodle@att.net" <meganodle@att.net>

From: "meganodle@att.net" <meganodle@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:06:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Megan Odle meganodle@att.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sophietortue@live.com" <sophietortue@live.com>

From: "sophietortue@live.com" <sophietortue@live.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:05:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mona N.S. Kling sophietortue@live.com DE
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"precious-met@hotmail.com" <precious-met@hotmail.com>

From: "precious-met@hotmail.com" <precious-met@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:05:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Eddy precious-met@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"r.m.deonarine@gmail.com" <r.m.deonarine@gmail.com>

From: "r.m.deonarine@gmail.com" <r.m.deonarine@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:04:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rishmaa Mohammed
r.m.deonarine@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"shar11@me.com" <shar11@me.com>

From: "shar11@me.com" <shar11@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:02:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Campbell shar11@me.com US
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"MRitterCA@gmail.com" <MRitterCA@gmail.com>

From: "MRitterCA@gmail.com" <MRitterCA@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:02:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marilyn Ritter MRitterCA@gmail.com CA US
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"puzzlebear@optonline.net" <puzzlebear@optonline.net>

From: "puzzlebear@optonline.net" <puzzlebear@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:02:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris DiNapoli puzzlebear@optonline.net US
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"candy.bergeman@icloud.com" <candy.bergeman@icloud.com>

From: "candy.bergeman@icloud.com" <candy.bergeman@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:01:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Candy Olesh candy.bergeman@icloud.com
US
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"dmiers1@cox.net" <dmiers1@cox.net>

From: "dmiers1@cox.net" <dmiers1@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:01:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Miers dmiers1@cox.net US
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"leahnm1@peoplepc.com" <leahnm1@peoplepc.com>

From: "leahnm1@peoplepc.com" <leahnm1@peoplepc.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:02:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, LeahNM1@peoplepc.com Leah Garcia
leahnm1@peoplepc.com US
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"81pwiley@gmail.com" <81pwiley@gmail.com>

From: "81pwiley@gmail.com" <81pwiley@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:01:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Wiley 81pwiley@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rsturner0128@gmail.com" <rsturner0128@gmail.com>

From: "rsturner0128@gmail.com" <rsturner0128@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:00:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Turner rsturner0128@gmail.com US
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"gailcbid@gmail.com" <gailcbid@gmail.com>

From: "gailcbid@gmail.com" <gailcbid@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:00:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail BIDDLE gailcbid@gmail.com NJ US
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"lynnedmiles@icloud.com" <lynnedmiles@icloud.com>

From: "lynnedmiles@icloud.com" <lynnedmiles@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:59:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynne Miles lynnedmiles@icloud.com GB
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"ebaiano@mac.com" <ebaiano@mac.com>

From: "ebaiano@mac.com" <ebaiano@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:59:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erin Baiano ebaiano@mac.com US
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"patk3@cox.net" <patk3@cox.net>

From: "patk3@cox.net" <patk3@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:57:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Kauffman patk3@cox.net US
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"absurdlyashley@gmail.com" <absurdlyashley@gmail.com>

From: "absurdlyashley@gmail.com" <absurdlyashley@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:59:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ashley Villarreal absurdlyashley@gmail.com
US
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"mitzy.dan.li@gmail.com" <mitzy.dan.li@gmail.com>

From: "mitzy.dan.li@gmail.com" <mitzy.dan.li@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:58:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mitzy Lira mitzy.dan.li@gmail.com US
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"scarysheriw@gmail.com" <scarysheriw@gmail.com>

From: "scarysheriw@gmail.com" <scarysheriw@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:58:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheri Williams scarysheriw@gmail.com US
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"jn.thisandthat@gmail.com" <jn.thisandthat@gmail.com>

From: "jn.thisandthat@gmail.com" <jn.thisandthat@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:57:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jan Naft jn.thisandthat@gmail.com CA US
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"kat6664@hotmail.com" <kat6664@hotmail.com>

From: "kat6664@hotmail.com" <kat6664@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:56:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Lang kat6664@hotmail.com US
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"shanharding64@gmail.com" <shanharding64@gmail.com>

From: "shanharding64@gmail.com" <shanharding64@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:55:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shannon Harding shanharding64@gmail.com
US
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"pastavino@comcast.net" <pastavino@comcast.net>

From: "pastavino@comcast.net" <pastavino@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:55:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Rossi pastavino@comcast.net WA US
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"desmain@hotmail.ca" <desmain@hotmail.ca>

From: "desmain@hotmail.ca" <desmain@hotmail.ca>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:55:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Des Mainardi desmain@hotmail.ca CA
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"star.co@comcast.net" <star.co@comcast.net>

From: "star.co@comcast.net" <star.co@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:56:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeffrey Starkey star.co@comcast.net US
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"johnetter137@gmail.com" <johnetter137@gmail.com>

From: "johnetter137@gmail.com" <johnetter137@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:55:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Etter johnetter137@gmail.com US
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"ann.oconnor13@gmail.com" <ann.oconnor13@gmail.com>

From: "ann.oconnor13@gmail.com" <ann.oconnor13@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:54:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Smith ann.oconnor13@gmail.com CT
US
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"ludmila.sigal@carolehochman.com" <ludmila.sigal@carolehochman.com>

From: "ludmila.sigal@carolehochman.com"
<ludmila.sigal@carolehochman.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:54:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ludmila Sigal
ludmila.sigal@carolehochman.com US
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"amjenks3010@hotmail.com" <amjenks3010@hotmail.com>

From: "amjenks3010@hotmail.com" <amjenks3010@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:54:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Al Jenkins amjenks3010@hotmail.com US
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"back.2.u@hotmail.com" <back.2.u@hotmail.com>

From: "back.2.u@hotmail.com" <back.2.u@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:55:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maryann Rein back.2.u@hotmail.com US
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"ptlionheart@gmail.com" <ptlionheart@gmail.com>

From: "ptlionheart@gmail.com" <ptlionheart@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:54:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paul Turner ptlionheart@gmail.com US
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"mitzanelpardo1@gmail.com" <mitzanelpardo1@gmail.com>

From: "mitzanelpardo1@gmail.com" <mitzanelpardo1@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:53:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mitzanel Pardo mitzanelpardo1@gmail.com
US
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"aussiedogweb@gmail.com" <aussiedogweb@gmail.com>

From: "aussiedogweb@gmail.com" <aussiedogweb@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:51:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vernon Batty aussiedogweb@gmail.com US
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"postaljim@gmail.com" <postaljim@gmail.com>

From: "postaljim@gmail.com" <postaljim@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:52:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Royse postaljim@gmail.com US
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"sharondolan@kw.com" <sharondolan@kw.com>

From: "sharondolan@kw.com" <sharondolan@kw.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:52:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Dolan sharondolan@kw.com US
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"faerie55@gmail.com" <faerie55@gmail.com>

From: "faerie55@gmail.com" <faerie55@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:51:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Harmony Siimmons faerie55@gmail.com US
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"mary2015@gmail.com" <mary2015@gmail.com>

From: "mary2015@gmail.com" <mary2015@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:50:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary O'Donnell mary2015@gmail.com NJ
US
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"kozake@uindy.edu" <kozake@uindy.edu>

From: "kozake@uindy.edu" <kozake@uindy.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Kozak kozake@uindy.edu US
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"rnr4biz@rn-r.net" <rnr4biz@rn-r.net>

From: "rnr4biz@rn-r.net" <rnr4biz@rn-r.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:50:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Natoli-Rombach rnr4biz@rn-r.net NY
US
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"animallovermam@gmail.com" <animallovermam@gmail.com>

From: "animallovermam@gmail.com" <animallovermam@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:49:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa Mosher animallovermam@gmail.com
US
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"mtarantino1953@icloud.com" <mtarantino1953@icloud.com>

From: "mtarantino1953@icloud.com" <mtarantino1953@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:48:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maureen Tarantino
mtarantino1953@icloud.com US
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"rmacleod44@hotmail.com" <rmacleod44@hotmail.com>

From: "rmacleod44@hotmail.com" <rmacleod44@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:48:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ramsay MacLeod rmacleod44@hotmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sara.varon@gmail.com" <sara.varon@gmail.com>

From: "sara.varon@gmail.com" <sara.varon@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:47:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sara Varon sara.varon@gmail.com US
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"dscudday@comcast.net" <dscudday@comcast.net>

From: "dscudday@comcast.net" <dscudday@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:47:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Boron dscudday@comcast.net US
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"cathmabel@gmail.com" <cathmabel@gmail.com>

From: "cathmabel@gmail.com" <cathmabel@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:46:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Catherine Ramirez cathmabel@gmail.com
US
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"Jennieann43@gmail.com" <Jennieann43@gmail.com>

From: "Jennieann43@gmail.com" <Jennieann43@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:46:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Twigg Jennieann43@gmail.com GB



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"christopher.scanga@gmail.com" <christopher.scanga@gmail.com>

From: "christopher.scanga@gmail.com"
<christopher.scanga@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:46:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris Scanga
christopher.scanga@gmail.com US
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"vikkilt@hotmail.com" <vikkilt@hotmail.com>

From: "vikkilt@hotmail.com" <vikkilt@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:45:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vikki Thomas vikkilt@hotmail.com US
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"blichten@cox.net" <blichten@cox.net>

From: "blichten@cox.net" <blichten@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:45:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Douglass blichten@cox.net US
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"katherineritter@gmail.com" <katherineritter@gmail.com>

From: "katherineritter@gmail.com" <katherineritter@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:44:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katherine Ritter katherineritter@gmail.com
US
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"lawrence_jane@hotmail.com" <lawrence_jane@hotmail.com>

From: "lawrence_jane@hotmail.com" <lawrence_jane@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:43:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Cunningham
lawrence_jane@hotmail.com US
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"yogaginny@gmail.com" <yogaginny@gmail.com>

From: "yogaginny@gmail.com" <yogaginny@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:42:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ginny Barela yogaginny@gmail.com US
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"spage1@stny.rr.com" <spage1@stny.rr.com>

From: "spage1@stny.rr.com" <spage1@stny.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:41:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Page spage1@stny.rr.com US
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"tinalucas73@gmail.com" <tinalucas73@gmail.com>

From: "tinalucas73@gmail.com" <tinalucas73@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:41:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Lucas tinalucas73@gmail.com US
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"dancing.creek@hotmail.com" <dancing.creek@hotmail.com>

From: "dancing.creek@hotmail.com" <dancing.creek@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:41:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ron Robinson dancing.creek@hotmail.com
US
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"tomailakai@comcast.net" <tomailakai@comcast.net>

From: "tomailakai@comcast.net" <tomailakai@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:41:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Altshuler tomailakai@comcast.net OR
US
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"rebeccacarte3@gmail.com" <rebeccacarte3@gmail.com>

From: "rebeccacarte3@gmail.com" <rebeccacarte3@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:39:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Carte rebeccacarte3@gmail.com
US
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"scotshirish@hotmail.com" <scotshirish@hotmail.com>

From: "scotshirish@hotmail.com" <scotshirish@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:39:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jayne Morrison Duff
scotshirish@hotmail.com US
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"thunderboltbrown420@gmail.com" <thunderboltbrown420@gmail.com>

From: "thunderboltbrown420@gmail.com"
<thunderboltbrown420@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:40:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Covey
thunderboltbrown420@gmail.com US
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"blevey1@mac.com" <blevey1@mac.com>

From: "blevey1@mac.com" <blevey1@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:39:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beth Levey blevey1@mac.com NJ US
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"rshutson@hotmail.com" <rshutson@hotmail.com>

From: "rshutson@hotmail.com" <rshutson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:39:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, roland hutson rshutson@hotmail.com US
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"kim@wishneff.com" <kim@wishneff.com>

From: "kim@wishneff.com" <kim@wishneff.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:38:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim Duncan kim@wishneff.com VA US
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"sunrise65@att.net" <sunrise65@att.net>

From: "sunrise65@att.net" <sunrise65@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:37:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, N. D. sunrise65@att.net US
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"thepoohka@msn.com" <thepoohka@msn.com>

From: "thepoohka@msn.com" <thepoohka@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:38:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Ognjanovic thepoohka@msn.com
US
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"ks6958739@gmail.com" <ks6958739@gmail.com>

From: "ks6958739@gmail.com" <ks6958739@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:37:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Smith ks6958739@gmail.com US
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"kdukepoo@outlook.com" <kdukepoo@outlook.com>

From: "kdukepoo@outlook.com" <kdukepoo@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:37:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelly Dukepoo kdukepoo@outlook.com US
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"larryc681@comcast.net" <larryc681@comcast.net>

From: "larryc681@comcast.net" <larryc681@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:36:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Larry Cutler larryc681@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"debjurey@gmail.com" <debjurey@gmail.com>

From: "debjurey@gmail.com" <debjurey@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:36:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Jurey debjurey@gmail.com US
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"meg.keil@gmail.com" <meg.keil@gmail.com>

From: "meg.keil@gmail.com" <meg.keil@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:36:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, meghan keil meg.keil@gmail.com MA US
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"manhattantart@earthlink.net" <manhattantart@earthlink.net>

From: "manhattantart@earthlink.net" <manhattantart@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:35:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenna Ritchey manhattantart@earthlink.net
US
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"rrsheets@hotmail.com" <rrsheets@hotmail.com>

From: "rrsheets@hotmail.com" <rrsheets@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:33:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachel Moxley rrsheets@hotmail.com US
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"spoutcove@gmail.com" <spoutcove@gmail.com>

From: "spoutcove@gmail.com" <spoutcove@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:33:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Hannahlore Trickett spoutcove@gmail.com
US
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"munchow2015@gmail.com" <munchow2015@gmail.com>

From: "munchow2015@gmail.com" <munchow2015@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:32:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Samia Zaman munchow2015@gmail.com US
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"dguli.cleinman@gmail.com" <dguli.cleinman@gmail.com>

From: "dguli.cleinman@gmail.com" <dguli.cleinman@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:32:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Cleinman dguli.cleinman@gmail.com
US
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"wintermyer@bellsouth.net" <wintermyer@bellsouth.net>

From: "wintermyer@bellsouth.net" <wintermyer@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:31:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Wintermyer wintermyer@bellsouth.net
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rsternowski@verizon.net" <rsternowski@verizon.net>

From: "rsternowski@verizon.net" <rsternowski@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:31:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rhonda Sternowski rsternowski@verizon.net
US
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"doug.e.thayer@gmail.com" <doug.e.thayer@gmail.com>

From: "doug.e.thayer@gmail.com" <doug.e.thayer@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:30:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Douglas Thayer doug.e.thayer@gmail.com
CA US
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"irishoatmeal13@gmail.com" <irishoatmeal13@gmail.com>

From: "irishoatmeal13@gmail.com" <irishoatmeal13@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:29:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joe Giuoco irishoatmeal13@gmail.com TX
US
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"antcalderon@optonline.net" <antcalderon@optonline.net>

From: "antcalderon@optonline.net" <antcalderon@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:29:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, antonella calderon
antcalderon@optonline.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jsevins1@nycap.rr.com" <jsevins1@nycap.rr.com>

From: "jsevins1@nycap.rr.com" <jsevins1@nycap.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:28:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, james sevinsky jsevins1@nycap.rr.com NY
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pamola2012@gmail.com" <pamola2012@gmail.com>

From: "pamola2012@gmail.com" <pamola2012@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:29:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pam Bernard pamola2012@gmail.com US
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"samudra@charter.net" <samudra@charter.net>

From: "samudra@charter.net" <samudra@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:28:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Ford samudra@charter.net CA US
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"cronincm20@gmail.com" <cronincm20@gmail.com>

From: "cronincm20@gmail.com" <cronincm20@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:28:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Cronin cronincm20@gmail.com US
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"srohl.exec@gmail.com" <srohl.exec@gmail.com>

From: "srohl.exec@gmail.com" <srohl.exec@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:27:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Rohl srohl.exec@gmail.com US
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"allen.chazin@verizon.net" <allen.chazin@verizon.net>

From: "allen.chazin@verizon.net" <allen.chazin@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:26:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, allen chazin allen.chazin@verizon.net US
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"psychocircus74@gmail.com" <psychocircus74@gmail.com>

From: "psychocircus74@gmail.com" <psychocircus74@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:27:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeremiah Long psychocircus74@gmail.com
TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"juanmart63@hotmail.com" <juanmart63@hotmail.com>

From: "juanmart63@hotmail.com" <juanmart63@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:26:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Francisco Martinez juanmart63@hotmail.com
US
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"jalstreehouse06@gmail.com" <jalstreehouse06@gmail.com>

From: "jalstreehouse06@gmail.com" <jalstreehouse06@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:25:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Long jalstreehouse06@gmail.com TX
US
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"abrenner@austin.rr.com" <abrenner@austin.rr.com>

From: "abrenner@austin.rr.com" <abrenner@austin.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:25:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alice Brenner abrenner@austin.rr.com US
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"queen.debra@twc.com" <queen.debra@twc.com>

From: "queen.debra@twc.com" <queen.debra@twc.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:24:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Queen queen.debra@twc.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"maw7v@virginia.edu" <maw7v@virginia.edu>

From: "maw7v@virginia.edu" <maw7v@virginia.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:23:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Megan Wood maw7v@virginia.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kraems@hotmail.com" <kraems@hotmail.com>

From: "kraems@hotmail.com" <kraems@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:24:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kerry Kraemer kraems@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jalong1913@gmail.com" <jalong1913@gmail.com>

From: "jalong1913@gmail.com" <jalong1913@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:23:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alys Long jalong1913@gmail.com TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nualamoonyoga@hotmail.com" <nualamoonyoga@hotmail.com>

From: "nualamoonyoga@hotmail.com" <nualamoonyoga@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:23:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelle Schultz nualamoonyoga@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lbailey2864@hotmail.com" <lbailey2864@hotmail.com>

From: "lbailey2864@hotmail.com" <lbailey2864@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:22:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Raw lbailey2864@hotmail.com US
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"spage1@stny.rr.com" <spage1@stny.rr.com>

From: "spage1@stny.rr.com" <spage1@stny.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:21:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Page spage1@stny.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pepaherrera@hotmail.com" <pepaherrera@hotmail.com>

From: "pepaherrera@hotmail.com" <pepaherrera@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:21:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, María José Herrera
pepaherrera@hotmail.com US
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"alisamgarrison@gmail.com" <alisamgarrison@gmail.com>

From: "alisamgarrison@gmail.com" <alisamgarrison@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alisa Garrison alisamgarrison@gmail.com
US
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"treejalshouse@gmail.com" <treejalshouse@gmail.com>

From: "treejalshouse@gmail.com" <treejalshouse@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:20:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Grace Long treejalshouse@gmail.com TX US
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"badbillied@cox.net" <badbillied@cox.net>

From: "badbillied@cox.net" <badbillied@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:21:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, william daman badbillied@cox.net US
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"ccbath@charter.net" <ccbath@charter.net>

From: "ccbath@charter.net" <ccbath@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:20:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen C Bath ccbath@charter.net MI US
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"lmj371@comcast.net" <lmj371@comcast.net>

From: "lmj371@comcast.net" <lmj371@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:18:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynne Baxter Jones lmj371@comcast.net US
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"msandi1@q.com" <msandi1@q.com>

From: "msandi1@q.com" <msandi1@q.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:19:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Trophy hunting is barbaric and should be stopped.
Please don't allow the bodies and/or parts of animals that are endangered, rare or imperiled
species into the United States. Sincerely, Sandi McSpadden msandi1@q.com AZ US
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"elmcityflybird@comcast.net" <elmcityflybird@comcast.net>

From: "elmcityflybird@comcast.net" <elmcityflybird@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:18:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Larry Inge elmcityflybird@comcast.net US
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"bmccain10@gmail.com" <bmccain10@gmail.com>

From: "bmccain10@gmail.com" <bmccain10@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:17:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Mccain bmccain10@gmail.com US
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"longjimsoutback@gmail.com" <longjimsoutback@gmail.com>

From: "longjimsoutback@gmail.com" <longjimsoutback@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:17:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jim Long longjimsoutback@gmail.com TX
US
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"richardstarling@bellsouth.net" <richardstarling@bellsouth.net>

From: "richardstarling@bellsouth.net" <richardstarling@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:16:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Starling
richardstarling@bellsouth.net US
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"janholton@msn.com" <janholton@msn.com>

From: "janholton@msn.com" <janholton@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:16:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Holton janholton@msn.com US
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"teridomains@gmail.com" <teridomains@gmail.com>

From: "teridomains@gmail.com" <teridomains@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:15:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teri Johnson teridomains@gmail.com US
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"sanewgent@gmail.com" <sanewgent@gmail.com>

From: "sanewgent@gmail.com" <sanewgent@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:14:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Newgent sanewgent@gmail.com US
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"peterkatan@comcast.net" <peterkatan@comcast.net>

From: "peterkatan@comcast.net" <peterkatan@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:13:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peter D Katan peterkatan@comcast.net US
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"jskanderson@earthlink.net" <jskanderson@earthlink.net>

From: "jskanderson@earthlink.net" <jskanderson@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:13:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith S Anderson
jskanderson@earthlink.net CA US
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"jalong@txwinet.com" <jalong@txwinet.com>

From: "jalong@txwinet.com" <jalong@txwinet.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:12:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Long jalong@txwinet.com TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jalong@exede.net" <jalong@exede.net>

From: "jalong@exede.net" <jalong@exede.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:13:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jim Long jalong@exede.net TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lezliec@msn.com" <lezliec@msn.com>

From: "lezliec@msn.com" <lezliec@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:11:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie Carter lezliec@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"deestangarone@gmail.com" <deestangarone@gmail.com>

From: "deestangarone@gmail.com" <deestangarone@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:12:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dee Stangarone deestangarone@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"debbier2@hotmail.com" <debbier2@hotmail.com>

From: "debbier2@hotmail.com" <debbier2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:11:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Dowis debbier2@hotmail.com US
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"pstmf63@gmail.com" <pstmf63@gmail.com>

From: "pstmf63@gmail.com" <pstmf63@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:09:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Small pstmf63@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cdesimo1@rochester.rr.com" <cdesimo1@rochester.rr.com>

From: "cdesimo1@rochester.rr.com" <cdesimo1@rochester.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:07:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Desimone cdesimo1@rochester.rr.com
US
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"deverouxa@comcast.net" <deverouxa@comcast.net>

From: "deverouxa@comcast.net" <deverouxa@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:08:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alexandra Deveroux
deverouxa@comcast.net US
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"dogsdaddy@netzero.net" <dogsdaddy@netzero.net>

From: "dogsdaddy@netzero.net" <dogsdaddy@netzero.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:05:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Miser dogsdaddy@netzero.net US
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"normsgym@optimum.net" <normsgym@optimum.net>

From: "normsgym@optimum.net" <normsgym@optimum.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:05:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Norman Hebert normsgym@optimum.net US
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"rcp756@hotmail.com" <rcp756@hotmail.com>

From: "rcp756@hotmail.com" <rcp756@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:04:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Yates rcp756@hotmail.com US
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"wende_r_carmona@hotmail.com" <wende_r_carmona@hotmail.com>

From: "wende_r_carmona@hotmail.com"
<wende_r_carmona@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:04:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Awilda Ramirez
wende_r_carmona@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"owen_24431@msn.com" <owen_24431@msn.com>

From: "owen_24431@msn.com" <owen_24431@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:03:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Owen O'Neill owen_24431@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lkjohannsen@earthlink.net" <lkjohannsen@earthlink.net>

From: "lkjohannsen@earthlink.net" <lkjohannsen@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:03:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Johannsen lkjohannsen@earthlink.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gigi417@gmail.com" <gigi417@gmail.com>

From: "gigi417@gmail.com" <gigi417@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:03:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helene Myers gigi417@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"forestlady@cableone.net" <forestlady@cableone.net>

From: "forestlady@cableone.net" <forestlady@cableone.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:02:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gretchen B Phelps forestlady@cableone.net
US
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"seisner@us-media.net" <seisner@us-media.net>

From: "seisner@us-media.net" <seisner@us-media.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:03:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, susan eisner seisner@us-media.net FL US
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"mikeluceysr@comcast.net" <mikeluceysr@comcast.net>

From: "mikeluceysr@comcast.net" <mikeluceysr@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:02:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Lucey mikeluceysr@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dpasquinelli@hotmail.com" <dpasquinelli@hotmail.com>

From: "dpasquinelli@hotmail.com" <dpasquinelli@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:02:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, dorothy pasquinelli
dpasquinelli@hotmail.com US
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"dorothy@pasquinellifamily.net" <dorothy@pasquinellifamily.net>

From: "dorothy@pasquinellifamily.net" <dorothy@pasquinellifamily.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:01:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, dorothy pasquinelli
dorothy@pasquinellifamily.net CA US
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"johnbuff@cox.net" <johnbuff@cox.net>

From: "johnbuff@cox.net" <johnbuff@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:01:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Buffington johnbuff@cox.net US
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"itsme393@msn.com" <itsme393@msn.com>

From: "itsme393@msn.com" <itsme393@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:00:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melinda Daunis itsme393@msn.com CA US
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"preinesbrgr@outlook.com" <preinesbrgr@outlook.com>

From: "preinesbrgr@outlook.com" <preinesbrgr@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:01:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helga Preinesberger
preinesbrgr@outlook.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"roughskinnednewt@hotmail.com" <roughskinnednewt@hotmail.com>

From: "roughskinnednewt@hotmail.com"
<roughskinnednewt@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:59:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dianne Ensign
roughskinnednewt@hotmail.com US
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"beckynunnall@gmail.com" <beckynunnall@gmail.com>

From: "beckynunnall@gmail.com" <beckynunnall@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:59:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Becky Nunnally beckynunnall@gmail.com
GA US
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"sagebrush711@mac.com" <sagebrush711@mac.com>

From: "sagebrush711@mac.com" <sagebrush711@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:58:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, JoAnn Lynch sagebrush711@mac.com CO
US
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"88glg@mindspring.com" <88glg@mindspring.com>

From: "88glg@mindspring.com" <88glg@mindspring.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:58:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, G. Gardner 88glg@mindspring.com US
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"tinahammerton@gmail.com" <tinahammerton@gmail.com>

From: "tinahammerton@gmail.com" <tinahammerton@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:57:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christina Hammerton
tinahammerton@gmail.com US
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"jeffcunha69@gmail.com" <jeffcunha69@gmail.com>

From: "jeffcunha69@gmail.com" <jeffcunha69@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:57:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeff Cunha jeffcunha69@gmail.com US
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"yhshih@hotmail.com" <yhshih@hotmail.com>

From: "yhshih@hotmail.com" <yhshih@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:56:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ya Hui Shih yhshih@hotmail.com US
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"darksidemma13@gmail.com" <darksidemma13@gmail.com>

From: "darksidemma13@gmail.com" <darksidemma13@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:56:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Zolton Waddle darksidemma13@gmail.com
US
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"marian.stolte@comcast.net" <marian.stolte@comcast.net>

From: "marian.stolte@comcast.net" <marian.stolte@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:57:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marian Stolte marian.stolte@comcast.net US
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"s.bodek60750@comcast.net" <s.bodek60750@comcast.net>

From: "s.bodek60750@comcast.net" <s.bodek60750@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:56:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Bodek s.bodek60750@comcast.net
US
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"csilv168@ford.com" <csilv168@ford.com>

From: "csilv168@ford.com" <csilv168@ford.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:56:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carmen Silva csilv168@ford.com US
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"nancydecker25@gmail.com" <nancydecker25@gmail.com>

From: "nancydecker25@gmail.com" <nancydecker25@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:55:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Decker nancydecker25@gmail.com
US
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"jenmills423@gmail.com" <jenmills423@gmail.com>

From: "jenmills423@gmail.com" <jenmills423@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:56:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, jennifer mills jenmills423@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"heistb@gmail.com" <heistb@gmail.com>

From: "heistb@gmail.com" <heistb@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:54:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bryn Heist heistb@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lkmkmnewberg@me.com" <lkmkmnewberg@me.com>

From: "lkmkmnewberg@me.com" <lkmkmnewberg@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:55:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Newberg lkmkmnewberg@me.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ccall005@fiu.edu" <ccall005@fiu.edu>

From: "ccall005@fiu.edu" <ccall005@fiu.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:55:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Calla ccall005@fiu.edu US
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"jfalk@c21tcemail.com" <jfalk@c21tcemail.com>

From: "jfalk@c21tcemail.com" <jfalk@c21tcemail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:54:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joan Falk jfalk@c21tcemail.com MI US
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"zone221@hotmail.com" <zone221@hotmail.com>

From: "zone221@hotmail.com" <zone221@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:54:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacinda White zone221@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"owenrp3a@roadrunner.com" <owenrp3a@roadrunner.com>

From: "owenrp3a@roadrunner.com" <owenrp3a@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:53:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Owen Peacock owenrp3a@roadrunner.com
US
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"susan.hill@rcn.com" <susan.hill@rcn.com>

From: "susan.hill@rcn.com" <susan.hill@rcn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:52:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Hill susan.hill@rcn.com US
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"janelipp@aya.yale.edu" <janelipp@aya.yale.edu>

From: "janelipp@aya.yale.edu" <janelipp@aya.yale.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:52:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Lippman janelipp@aya.yale.edu US
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"dpbrown6934@twc.com" <dpbrown6934@twc.com>

From: "dpbrown6934@twc.com" <dpbrown6934@twc.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:52:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Brown dpbrown6934@twc.com US
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"ulibranstetter@gmail.com" <ulibranstetter@gmail.com>

From: "ulibranstetter@gmail.com" <ulibranstetter@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:51:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ulrike Branstetter ulibranstetter@gmail.com
US
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"maisycowgirl@gmail.com" <maisycowgirl@gmail.com>

From: "maisycowgirl@gmail.com" <maisycowgirl@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:51:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Perez maisycowgirl@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"yo.goldie@gmail.com" <yo.goldie@gmail.com>

From: "yo.goldie@gmail.com" <yo.goldie@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Goldberg yo.goldie@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"claire1j@hotmail.com" <claire1j@hotmail.com>

From: "claire1j@hotmail.com" <claire1j@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:51:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Claire Jackson claire1j@hotmail.com US
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"t_camp69@hotmail.com" <t_camp69@hotmail.com>

From: "t_camp69@hotmail.com" <t_camp69@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:50:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Timothy Camp t_camp69@hotmail.com US
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"graceberardino20@gmail.com" <graceberardino20@gmail.com>

From: "graceberardino20@gmail.com" <graceberardino20@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:50:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Grace Berardino
graceberardino20@gmail.com US
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"pamelaroebuck111@gmail.com" <pamelaroebuck111@gmail.com>

From: "pamelaroebuck111@gmail.com"
<pamelaroebuck111@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:50:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Roebucj
pamelaroebuck111@gmail.com US
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"Monica@bcbrownmusic.com" <Monica@bcbrownmusic.com>

From: "Monica@bcbrownmusic.com" <Monica@bcbrownmusic.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:48:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Monica Btown Monica@bcbrownmusic.com
MX
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"faucettp@bellsouth.net" <faucettp@bellsouth.net>

From: "faucettp@bellsouth.net" <faucettp@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:47:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Faucett faucettp@bellsouth.net US
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"rsikorski61@gmail.com" <rsikorski61@gmail.com>

From: "rsikorski61@gmail.com" <rsikorski61@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:46:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Sikorski rsikorski61@gmail.com WI
US
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"mjawa_86@hotmail.com" <mjawa_86@hotmail.com>

From: "mjawa_86@hotmail.com" <mjawa_86@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:44:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mike Walker mjawa_86@hotmail.com US
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"dkapetanakis@janney.com" <dkapetanakis@janney.com>

From: "dkapetanakis@janney.com" <dkapetanakis@janney.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:44:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Kapetanakis
dkapetanakis@janney.com US
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"brianlcwc067@gmail.com" <brianlcwc067@gmail.com>

From: "brianlcwc067@gmail.com" <brianlcwc067@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:43:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brian Resh brianlcwc067@gmail.com US
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"lisawbl@comcast.net" <lisawbl@comcast.net>

From: "lisawbl@comcast.net" <lisawbl@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:42:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Rockwood lisawbl@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"timothylutz1@msn.com" <timothylutz1@msn.com>

From: "timothylutz1@msn.com" <timothylutz1@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:42:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Friend Of The Animals
timothylutz1@msn.com US
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"sweetdeenrastasmom@gmail.com" <sweetdeenrastasmom@gmail.com>

From: "sweetdeenrastasmom@gmail.com"
<sweetdeenrastasmom@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:42:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katherine Boas
sweetdeenrastasmom@gmail.com US
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"suhenning@gmail.com" <suhenning@gmail.com>

From: "suhenning@gmail.com" <suhenning@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:42:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, susan henning suhenning@gmail.com US
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"cbarela34@gmail.com" <cbarela34@gmail.com>

From: "cbarela34@gmail.com" <cbarela34@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:41:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chanelle Aguilar cbarela34@gmail.com NM
US
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"crbean58@hotmail.com" <crbean58@hotmail.com>

From: "crbean58@hotmail.com" <crbean58@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Courtney Bean crbean58@hotmail.com US
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"nealbeforezod@icloud.com" <nealbeforezod@icloud.com>

From: "nealbeforezod@icloud.com" <nealbeforezod@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:41:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shawn O'Neal nealbeforezod@icloud.com
US
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"palmgren_eva@hotmail.com" <palmgren_eva@hotmail.com>

From: "palmgren_eva@hotmail.com" <palmgren_eva@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eva Palmgren palmgren_eva@hotmail.com
US
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"seburt1960@gmail.com" <seburt1960@gmail.com>

From: "seburt1960@gmail.com" <seburt1960@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:39:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Burt seburt1960@gmail.com US
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"sparker@ehendrick.org" <sparker@ehendrick.org>

From: "sparker@ehendrick.org" <sparker@ehendrick.org>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:40:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shirley Parke sparker@ehendrick.org TX US
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"elsitan@voyagergloves.com" <elsitan@voyagergloves.com>

From: "elsitan@voyagergloves.com" <elsitan@voyagergloves.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:40:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, lc tan elsitan@voyagergloves.com US
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"kisforkandace@gmail.com" <kisforkandace@gmail.com>

From: "kisforkandace@gmail.com" <kisforkandace@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:38:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kandace Flom kisforkandace@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"shelleyripley@outlook.com" <shelleyripley@outlook.com>

From: "shelleyripley@outlook.com" <shelleyripley@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:38:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelley Ripley shelleyripley@outlook.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carmcas1371@gmail.com" <carmcas1371@gmail.com>

From: "carmcas1371@gmail.com" <carmcas1371@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:37:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Castelli carmcas1371@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"inakornblum.ik@gmail.com" <inakornblum.ik@gmail.com>

From: "inakornblum.ik@gmail.com" <inakornblum.ik@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:37:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ina Kornblum inakornblum.ik@gmail.com AL
DE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kfoldy@hotmail.com" <kfoldy@hotmail.com>

From: "kfoldy@hotmail.com" <kfoldy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:37:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Foldy kfoldy@hotmail.com WI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Gmomto2@gmail.com" <Gmomto2@gmail.com>

From: "Gmomto2@gmail.com" <Gmomto2@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:36:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Harrison Gmomto2@gmail.com TX
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lisarosenkoetter@gmail.com" <lisarosenkoetter@gmail.com>

From: "lisarosenkoetter@gmail.com" <lisarosenkoetter@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:36:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Rosenkoetter
lisarosenkoetter@gmail.com PA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cgriffiths@imf.org" <cgriffiths@imf.org>

From: "cgriffiths@imf.org" <cgriffiths@imf.org>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:35:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolina Griffiths cgriffiths@imf.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"matilda@mindspring.com" <matilda@mindspring.com>

From: "matilda@mindspring.com" <matilda@mindspring.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:35:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matilda Essig matilda@mindspring.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"msf.uno@q.com" <msf.uno@q.com>

From: "msf.uno@q.com" <msf.uno@q.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:34:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mike Friel msf.uno@q.com US
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"vickymatsui@hotmail.com" <vickymatsui@hotmail.com>

From: "vickymatsui@hotmail.com" <vickymatsui@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:34:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: vickymatsui@hotmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vicky Matsui vickymatsui@hotmail.com WA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sandy.clubb@me.com" <sandy.clubb@me.com>

From: "sandy.clubb@me.com" <sandy.clubb@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:34:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandy Clubb sandy.clubb@me.com NY US
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"charlenepw@hotmail.com" <charlenepw@hotmail.com>

From: "charlenepw@hotmail.com" <charlenepw@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:32:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charlene Ward charlenepw@hotmail.com
CO
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lisa_fontanarosa@comcast.net" <lisa_fontanarosa@comcast.net>

From: "lisa_fontanarosa@comcast.net"
<lisa_fontanarosa@comcast.net>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:33:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Fontanarosa
lisa_fontanarosa@comcast.net US
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"mskjeje@gmail.com" <mskjeje@gmail.com>

From: "mskjeje@gmail.com" <mskjeje@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:32:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Meisinger mskjeje@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dekabeaudine@gmail.com" <dekabeaudine@gmail.com>

From: "dekabeaudine@gmail.com" <dekabeaudine@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:32:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deka Beaudine dekabeaudine@gmail.com
US
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"asisranger@hotmail.com" <asisranger@hotmail.com>

From: "asisranger@hotmail.com" <asisranger@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:31:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matt Roland asisranger@hotmail.com SD US
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"syoung@weber.edu" <syoung@weber.edu>

From: "syoung@weber.edu" <syoung@weber.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:31:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Young syoung@weber.edu US
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"jennpedbutler@me.com" <jennpedbutler@me.com>

From: "jennpedbutler@me.com" <jennpedbutler@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Butler jennpedbutler@me.com US
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"carol.ayala@cox.net" <carol.ayala@cox.net>

From: "carol.ayala@cox.net" <carol.ayala@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:30:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Ayala carol.ayala@cox.net US
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"jessbruce1@hotmail.com" <jessbruce1@hotmail.com>

From: "jessbruce1@hotmail.com" <jessbruce1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:30:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Bruce jessbruce1@hotmail.com US
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"Brenttti@hotmail.com" <Brenttti@hotmail.com>

From: "Brenttti@hotmail.com" <Brenttti@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:30:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brent Irwin Brenttti@hotmail.com AZ US
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"nvpacker@gmail.com" <nvpacker@gmail.com>

From: "nvpacker@gmail.com" <nvpacker@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:30:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Doug Strand nvpacker@gmail.com US
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"anhingas@gmail.com" <anhingas@gmail.com>

From: "anhingas@gmail.com" <anhingas@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:27:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Pool anhingas@gmail.com WA US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"caryneanglin@gmail.com" <caryneanglin@gmail.com>

From: "caryneanglin@gmail.com" <caryneanglin@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:28:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Caryne Anglin caryneanglin@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mikeydevil@hotmail.com" <mikeydevil@hotmail.com>

From: "mikeydevil@hotmail.com" <mikeydevil@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:27:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mike Christie mikeydevil@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"janelletorresl@hotmail.com" <janelletorresl@hotmail.com>

From: "janelletorresl@hotmail.com" <janelletorresl@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:28:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janelle Torres janelletorresl@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"KARENH@KAPPUSCOMPANY.COM" <KARENH@kappuscompany.com>

From: "KARENH@KAPPUSCOMPANY.COM"
<KARENH@kappuscompany.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:27:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, KAREN HOLLISH
KARENH@KAPPUSCOMPANY.COM OH US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sarotaraczek2000@hotmail.com" <sarotaraczek2000@hotmail.com>

From: "sarotaraczek2000@hotmail.com"
<sarotaraczek2000@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:27:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elzbieta Sarota-Raczek
sarotaraczek2000@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"parriniralph@gmail.com" <parriniralph@gmail.com>

From: "parriniralph@gmail.com" <parriniralph@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:26:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ralph Parrini parriniralph@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"drstephendecesare@gmail.com" <drstephendecesare@gmail.com>

From: "drstephendecesare@gmail.com"
<drstephendecesare@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:25:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dr. Stephen DeCesare
drstephendecesare@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sterling@sterlingcommunications.net"
<sterling@sterlingcommunications.net>

From: "sterling@sterlingcommunications.net"
<sterling@sterlingcommunications.net>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:25:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sterling Reaveley
sterling@sterlingcommunications.net OH US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"coventry.merwin@comcast.net" <coventry.merwin@comcast.net>

From: "coventry.merwin@comcast.net"
<coventry.merwin@comcast.net>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:26:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, C Merwin coventry.merwin@comcast.net US
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Changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council!

"lionoak@gmail.com" <lionoak@gmail.com>

From: "lionoak@gmail.com" <lionoak@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:26:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council!

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
The formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council is a major concern to us. It is
our hope that the council makes wholesale modifications of 82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-
2017-N118 before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote
trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the
expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities
that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is
making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at
best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of
an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and
when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound
economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting
industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is already
importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in
IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S.
accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll
showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this
council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several
changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a
holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and
animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI
announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused
representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has
no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank
you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. We strongly urge DOI to make these
adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Enviro Show lionoak@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kfitzer@legal-aid.org" <kfitzer@legal-aid.org>

From: "kfitzer@legal-aid.org" <kfitzer@legal-aid.org>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:25:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katherine Fitzer kfitzer@legal-aid.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"litsi@att.net" <litsi@att.net>

From: "litsi@att.net" <litsi@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:24:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth MacKelvie litsi@att.net US
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"sammyjpage@live.co.uk" <sammyjpage@live.co.uk>

From: "sammyjpage@live.co.uk" <sammyjpage@live.co.uk>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:24:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Samantha Page sammyjpage@live.co.uk WY
GB
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"laraccline@hotmail.com" <laraccline@hotmail.com>

From: "laraccline@hotmail.com" <laraccline@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:24:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lara Cline laraccline@hotmail.com US
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"carolmcdonald998@hotmail.com" <carolmcdonald998@hotmail.com>

From: "carolmcdonald998@hotmail.com"
<carolmcdonald998@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:23:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol McDonald
carolmcdonald998@hotmail.com US
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"juliannacgoldsmith@hotmail.com" <juliannacgoldsmith@hotmail.com>

From: "juliannacgoldsmith@hotmail.com"
<juliannacgoldsmith@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:21:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, julianna goldsmith
juliannacgoldsmith@hotmail.com US
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"kimawilcox@msn.com" <kimawilcox@msn.com>

From: "kimawilcox@msn.com" <kimawilcox@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:22:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim Wilcox kimawilcox@msn.com US
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"jjfreestyle@hotmail.com" <jjfreestyle@hotmail.com>

From: "jjfreestyle@hotmail.com" <jjfreestyle@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:22:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeremy Freeman jjfreestyle@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dscarlstone@gmail.com" <dscarlstone@gmail.com>

From: "dscarlstone@gmail.com" <dscarlstone@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:19:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Darry Carlstone dscarlstone@gmail.com US
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"deannaceramics@msn.com" <deannaceramics@msn.com>

From: "deannaceramics@msn.com" <deannaceramics@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:19:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deanna Pini deannaceramics@msn.com CA
US
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"bettylegum@gmail.com" <bettylegum@gmail.com>

From: "bettylegum@gmail.com" <bettylegum@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:17:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betty Legum bettylegum@gmail.com US
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"lduncan@wi.rr.com" <lduncan@wi.rr.com>

From: "lduncan@wi.rr.com" <lduncan@wi.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:17:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Duncan lduncan@wi.rr.com WI US
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"rainydayrivas@gmail.com" <rainydayrivas@gmail.com>

From: "rainydayrivas@gmail.com" <rainydayrivas@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:17:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Rivas rainydayrivas@gmail.com US
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"gendavideo@optonline.net" <gendavideo@optonline.net>

From: "gendavideo@optonline.net" <gendavideo@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gene Polito gendavideo@optonline.net US
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"lisamariejp3@snet.net" <lisamariejp3@snet.net>

From: "lisamariejp3@snet.net" <lisamariejp3@snet.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:14:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Collon lisamariejp3@snet.net US
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"dobrinka.petrova@gmail.com" <dobrinka.petrova@gmail.com>

From: "dobrinka.petrova@gmail.com" <dobrinka.petrova@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:14:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dobrinka Petrova
dobrinka.petrova@gmail.com US
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"kelly.j.hyson@gmail.com" <kelly.j.hyson@gmail.com>

From: "kelly.j.hyson@gmail.com" <kelly.j.hyson@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:13:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelly Hyson kelly.j.hyson@gmail.com US
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"redviolet108@gmail.com" <redviolet108@gmail.com>

From: "redviolet108@gmail.com" <redviolet108@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:12:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, christina elsayed redviolet108@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lambgodmss1@gmail.com" <lambgodmss1@gmail.com>

From: "lambgodmss1@gmail.com" <lambgodmss1@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:13:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marguerite Scarane
lambgodmss1@gmail.com US
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"maymarmalade@gmail.com" <maymarmalade@gmail.com>

From: "maymarmalade@gmail.com" <maymarmalade@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:12:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, May Chan maymarmalade@gmail.com US
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"beverlygarde612@hotmail.com" <beverlygarde612@hotmail.com>

From: "beverlygarde612@hotmail.com"
<beverlygarde612@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:12:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beverly Garde
beverlygarde612@hotmail.com US
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"mollymccarthy@live.com" <mollymccarthy@live.com>

From: "mollymccarthy@live.com" <mollymccarthy@live.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:12:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Molly Mccarthy mollymccarthy@live.com US
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"rigeer@frontiernet.net" <rigeer@frontiernet.net>

From: "rigeer@frontiernet.net" <rigeer@frontiernet.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:12:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rita Geer rigeer@frontiernet.net US
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"Nancygrignon@gmail.com" <Nancygrignon@gmail.com>

From: "Nancygrignon@gmail.com" <Nancygrignon@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Grignon Nancygrignon@gmail.com
CO US
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"nation1937@gmail.com" <nation1937@gmail.com>

From: "nation1937@gmail.com" <nation1937@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:11:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ben Nation nation1937@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mizjackie@comcast.net" <mizjackie@comcast.net>

From: "mizjackie@comcast.net" <mizjackie@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:10:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacqueline Kohn mizjackie@comcast.net US
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"jeanthib15@gmail.com" <jeanthib15@gmail.com>

From: "jeanthib15@gmail.com" <jeanthib15@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:11:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanne Thibodaux jeanthib15@gmail.com
US
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"achvzz@gmail.com" <achvzz@gmail.com>

From: "achvzz@gmail.com" <achvzz@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:10:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anita Chavez achvzz@gmail.com US
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"fuzzybunz13@gmail.com" <fuzzybunz13@gmail.com>

From: "fuzzybunz13@gmail.com" <fuzzybunz13@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:10:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Ruello fuzzybunz13@gmail.com US
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"arandall@dtcc.edu" <arandall@dtcc.edu>

From: "arandall@dtcc.edu" <arandall@dtcc.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:09:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alison Randall arandall@dtcc.edu US
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"laurel.edkins@gmail.com" <laurel.edkins@gmail.com>

From: "laurel.edkins@gmail.com" <laurel.edkins@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:09:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurel Edkins laurel.edkins@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"trackviki@gmail.com" <trackviki@gmail.com>

From: "trackviki@gmail.com" <trackviki@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:09:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Viki Lyngle trackviki@gmail.com US
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"fjamin@comcast.net" <fjamin@comcast.net>

From: "fjamin@comcast.net" <fjamin@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:08:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: I urge you to modify the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
Today I am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as
announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-
N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is
brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of
foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of
conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when
hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound
economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting
industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is already
importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in
IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S.
accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll
showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this
council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several
changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a
holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and
animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI
announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused
representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has
no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank
you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to
ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Francine
Jamin fjamin@comcast.net US
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"bunkergene@gmail.com" <bunkergene@gmail.com>

From: "bunkergene@gmail.com" <bunkergene@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:07:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jo Bunker bunkergene@gmail.com US
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"gailmannafg@gmail.com" <gailmannafg@gmail.com>

From: "gailmannafg@gmail.com" <gailmannafg@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:06:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Mann gailmannafg@gmail.com MA US
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"lovethosepups32@gmail.com" <lovethosepups32@gmail.com>

From: "lovethosepups32@gmail.com" <lovethosepups32@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:06:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Kovaciny lovethosepups32@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"matthew.atwood@comcast.net" <matthew.atwood@comcast.net>

From: "matthew.atwood@comcast.net"
<matthew.atwood@comcast.net>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:05:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matt Atwood matthew.atwood@comcast.net
VT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"doggydoc5@hotmail.com" <doggydoc5@hotmail.com>

From: "doggydoc5@hotmail.com" <doggydoc5@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Lewis doggydoc5@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mgan06@hotmail.com" <mgan06@hotmail.com>

From: "mgan06@hotmail.com" <mgan06@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:05:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marine Barseghian mgan06@hotmail.com
NY US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rickandcec@gmail.com" <rickandcec@gmail.com>

From: "rickandcec@gmail.com" <rickandcec@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:05:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cecile Ervin rickandcec@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sherrymiracle04@myfairpoint.net" <sherrymiracle04@myfairpoint.net>

From: "sherrymiracle04@myfairpoint.net"
<sherrymiracle04@myfairpoint.net>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:05:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sherry Mastromarino
sherrymiracle04@myfairpoint.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jrogers185@comcast.net" <jrogers185@comcast.net>

From: "jrogers185@comcast.net" <jrogers185@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:04:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, pamela rogers jrogers185@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"truenorthbarkery@gmail.com" <truenorthbarkery@gmail.com>

From: "truenorthbarkery@gmail.com" <truenorthbarkery@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:04:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maggie Obrien truenorthbarkery@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nl_simpson@hotmail.com" <nl_simpson@hotmail.com>

From: "nl_simpson@hotmail.com" <nl_simpson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:03:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Simpson nl_simpson@hotmail.com
US
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"kanupriya.chandra@gmail.com" <kanupriya.chandra@gmail.com>

From: "kanupriya.chandra@gmail.com"
<kanupriya.chandra@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:04:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Priya Thatte kanupriya.chandra@gmail.com
US
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"Susanc80@gmail.com" <Susanc80@gmail.com>

From: "Susanc80@gmail.com" <Susanc80@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:02:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Diller Susanc80@gmail.com OH US
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"erikareneelowry@gmail.com" <erikareneelowry@gmail.com>

From: "erikareneelowry@gmail.com" <erikareneelowry@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:02:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erika Lowry erikareneelowry@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"uspgh7@hotmail.com" <uspgh7@hotmail.com>

From: "uspgh7@hotmail.com" <uspgh7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:02:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Parsons uspgh7@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lasmith983@hotmail.com" <lasmith983@hotmail.com>

From: "lasmith983@hotmail.com" <lasmith983@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:01:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Smith lasmith983@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rowes@pop.belmont.edu" <rowes@pop.belmont.edu>

From: "rowes@pop.belmont.edu" <rowes@pop.belmont.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:01:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Rowe rowes@pop.belmont.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lorrelefur@msn.com" <lorrelefur@msn.com>

From: "lorrelefur@msn.com" <lorrelefur@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:00:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats.
The U.S. shamefully accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the
gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for
conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to
“streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek
“regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lorre ratley lorrelefur@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wkrohngold@rcp-attorneys.com" <wkrohngold@rcp-attorneys.com>

From: "wkrohngold@rcp-attorneys.com" <wkrohngold@rcp-
attorneys.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:00:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Walter Krohngold wkrohngold@rcp-
attorneys.com OH US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bdgibby@hotmail.com" <bdgibby@hotmail.com>

From: "bdgibby@hotmail.com" <bdgibby@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:59:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Gibson bdgibby@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sstraka@bccz.com" <sstraka@bccz.com>

From: "sstraka@bccz.com" <sstraka@bccz.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:00:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Straka sstraka@bccz.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"laa.stinson@gmail.com" <laa.stinson@gmail.com>

From: "laa.stinson@gmail.com" <laa.stinson@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:00:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Stinson laa.stinson@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"coralogden@gmail.com" <coralogden@gmail.com>

From: "coralogden@gmail.com" <coralogden@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:59:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Coral Ogden coralogden@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rikki47@gmail.com" <rikki47@gmail.com>

From: "rikki47@gmail.com" <rikki47@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:58:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Head rikki47@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mam@clevelandmetroparks.com" <mam@clevelandmetroparks.com>

From: "mam@clevelandmetroparks.com"
<mam@clevelandmetroparks.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:58:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maureen Meslovich
mam@clevelandmetroparks.com OH US
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"nyc-born@hotmail.com" <nyc-born@hotmail.com>

From: "nyc-born@hotmail.com" <nyc-born@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:58:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tim Cavale nyc-born@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dbraciak@hotmail.com" <dbraciak@hotmail.com>

From: "dbraciak@hotmail.com" <dbraciak@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:58:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Braciak dbraciak@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"stephie1721.pk@gmail.com" <stephie1721.pk@gmail.com>

From: "stephie1721.pk@gmail.com" <stephie1721.pk@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:57:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie Pepe-Katalinas
stephie1721.pk@gmail.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"slbudin@gmail.com" <slbudin@gmail.com>

From: "slbudin@gmail.com" <slbudin@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:57:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie Budin slbudin@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wtoven@hotmail.com" <wtoven@hotmail.com>

From: "wtoven@hotmail.com" <wtoven@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:56:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wayne Toven wtoven@hotmail.com US
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"b.holly@consup.us" <b.holly@consup.us>

From: "b.holly@consup.us" <b.holly@consup.us>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:56:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Holly b.holly@consup.us US
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"haleymae63@gmail.com" <haleymae63@gmail.com>

From: "haleymae63@gmail.com" <haleymae63@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Haley Mullenix haleymae63@gmail.com US
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"andrewfoardbarton@hotmail.com" <andrewfoardbarton@hotmail.com>

From: "andrewfoardbarton@hotmail.com"
<andrewfoardbarton@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Please Make key changes to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
Hello, I am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as
announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-
N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is
brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of
foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of
conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when
hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound
economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting
industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is already
importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in
IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S.
accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll
showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this
council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several
changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a
holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and
animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI
announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused
representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has
no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank
you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to
ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrew
Barton andrewfoardbarton@hotmail.com US
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"markhalllaw@hotmail.com" <markhalllaw@hotmail.com>

From: "markhalllaw@hotmail.com" <markhalllaw@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:55:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Hall markhalllaw@hotmail.com US
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"wilderleavitt@gmail.com" <wilderleavitt@gmail.com>

From: "wilderleavitt@gmail.com" <wilderleavitt@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:52:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wilder Leavitt wilderleavitt@gmail.com US
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"marjo2@verizon.net" <marjo2@verizon.net>

From: "marjo2@verizon.net" <marjo2@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:52:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joseph Greene marjo2@verizon.net US
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"rickigene1@msn.com" <rickigene1@msn.com>

From: "rickigene1@msn.com" <rickigene1@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:51:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ricki Conn rickigene1@msn.com US
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"krosen04@gmail.com" <krosen04@gmail.com>

From: "krosen04@gmail.com" <krosen04@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:52:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kevin Rosen krosen04@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"waresdreamer@hotmail.com" <waresdreamer@hotmail.com>

From: "waresdreamer@hotmail.com" <waresdreamer@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:51:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barb Stewart waresdreamer@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"brickellrae@gmail.com" <brickellrae@gmail.com>

From: "brickellrae@gmail.com" <brickellrae@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brickell Nielsen brickellrae@gmail.com US
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"trigger68@att.net" <trigger68@att.net>

From: "trigger68@att.net" <trigger68@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:50:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Tregoning trigger68@att.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"erinltc@icloud.com" <erinltc@icloud.com>

From: "erinltc@icloud.com" <erinltc@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:49:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erin Mallegol erinltc@icloud.com US
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"annwhitcomb@hotmail.com" <annwhitcomb@hotmail.com>

From: "annwhitcomb@hotmail.com" <annwhitcomb@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:49:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Whitcomb annwhitcomb@hotmail.com
US
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"embracediversity@outlook.com" <embracediversity@outlook.com>

From: "embracediversity@outlook.com"
<embracediversity@outlook.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:49:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Belinda McDowell
embracediversity@outlook.com MA US
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"margretm123@comcast.net" <margretm123@comcast.net>

From: "margretm123@comcast.net" <margretm123@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:49:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margret McQuesten
margretm123@comcast.net US
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"jeaninewerntz@verizon.net" <jeaninewerntz@verizon.net>

From: "jeaninewerntz@verizon.net" <jeaninewerntz@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:47:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanine Werntz jeaninewerntz@verizon.net
US
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"frannygibbons@hotmail.com" <frannygibbons@hotmail.com>

From: "frannygibbons@hotmail.com" <frannygibbons@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:46:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frances Gibbons
frannygibbons@hotmail.com US
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"hxgirl@hushmail.com" <hxgirl@hushmail.com>

From: "hxgirl@hushmail.com" <hxgirl@hushmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heidi Paris hxgirl@hushmail.com US
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"brandie4407@frontier.com" <brandie4407@frontier.com>

From: "brandie4407@frontier.com" <brandie4407@frontier.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:46:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, sharon lloyd brandie4407@frontier.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"diana.calderone@gmail.com" <diana.calderone@gmail.com>

From: "diana.calderone@gmail.com" <diana.calderone@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:46:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Calderone
diana.calderone@gmail.com FL US
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"janelooby56@gmail.com" <janelooby56@gmail.com>

From: "janelooby56@gmail.com" <janelooby56@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:46:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Looby janelooby56@gmail.com NY US
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"heroesforhappiness@gmail.com" <heroesforhappiness@gmail.com>

From: "heroesforhappiness@gmail.com"
<heroesforhappiness@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:45:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). Please
just stop this. There is no valid reason any animal should die to become a trophy to falsely
prove someone's warped superiority complex. Please visit www.dianetics.org for better solutions
to this. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. Sincerely, Pat Jaeger
heroesforhappiness@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"brianjshort@live.com" <brianjshort@live.com>

From: "brianjshort@live.com" <brianjshort@live.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:44:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brian Short brianjshort@live.com US
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"heather_m_crook@progressive.com"
<heather_m_crook@progressive.com>

From: "heather_m_crook@progressive.com"
<heather_m_crook@progressive.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:43:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Crook
heather_m_crook@progressive.com US
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"john.shane@umb.edu" <john.shane@umb.edu>

From: "john.shane@umb.edu" <john.shane@umb.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:43:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Shane john.shane@umb.edu US
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"moike.chatlosh50@gmail.com" <moike.chatlosh50@gmail.com>

From: "moike.chatlosh50@gmail.com" <moike.chatlosh50@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:43:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mike Chatlosh moike.chatlosh50@gmail.com
US
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"tstanley2@nycap.rr.com" <tstanley2@nycap.rr.com>

From: "tstanley2@nycap.rr.com" <tstanley2@nycap.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:43:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tamara Stanley tstanley2@nycap.rr.com NY
US
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"elizkapo@verizon.net" <elizkapo@verizon.net>

From: "elizkapo@verizon.net" <elizkapo@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:42:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Kapo elizkapo@verizon.net PA US
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"ringtail100@gmail.com" <ringtail100@gmail.com>

From: "ringtail100@gmail.com" <ringtail100@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:40:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Chapman ringtail100@gmail.com US
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"sborres@christie-associates.com" <sborres@christie-associates.com>

From: "sborres@christie-associates.com" <sborres@christie-
associates.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:39:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Borres sborres@christie-associates.com
US
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"rosa.blanckaerts@telenet.be" <rosa.blanckaerts@telenet.be>

From: "rosa.blanckaerts@telenet.be" <rosa.blanckaerts@telenet.be>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:39:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, rosa blanckaerts
rosa.blanckaerts@telenet.be BE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dcb1995@comcast.net" <dcb1995@comcast.net>

From: "dcb1995@comcast.net" <dcb1995@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:38:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Burns dcb1995@comcast.net US
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"cornsnake@verizon.net" <cornsnake@verizon.net>

From: "cornsnake@verizon.net" <cornsnake@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:39:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marlin Corn cornsnake@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kevin1139@att.net" <kevin1139@att.net>

From: "kevin1139@att.net" <kevin1139@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:38:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan White kevin1139@att.net US
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"jrubio@twcny.rr.com" <jrubio@twcny.rr.com>

From: "jrubio@twcny.rr.com" <jrubio@twcny.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:38:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jill Rubio jrubio@twcny.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"renee.abdon@53.com" <renee.abdon@53.com>

From: "renee.abdon@53.com" <renee.abdon@53.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:36:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Renee A renee.abdon@53.com US
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"jamesh.lewter@gmail.com" <jamesh.lewter@gmail.com>

From: "jamesh.lewter@gmail.com" <jamesh.lewter@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:36:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Lewter jamesh.lewter@gmail.com US
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"mmrugala@comcast.net" <mmrugala@comcast.net>

From: "mmrugala@comcast.net" <mmrugala@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:34:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sir, trophy hunting is an abhorrent "sport". How can
anyone take pleasure in killing an animal for no reason other than their personal glory. Such
people are a disgrace to the majority of the citizens of the Untied States. Sincerely, Maureen
Rugala, RN, MS mmrugala@comcast.net CA US



Conversation Contents
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"gregandgus5@msn.com" <gregandgus5@msn.com>

From: "gregandgus5@msn.com" <gregandgus5@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:33:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Hyra gregandgus5@msn.com US
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"dick@larsonwellbeing.com" <dick@larsonwellbeing.com>

From: "dick@larsonwellbeing.com" <dick@larsonwellbeing.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:32:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dick Larson dick@larsonwellbeing.com CO
US
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"gary.simpson0000@gmail.com" <gary.simpson0000@gmail.com>

From: "gary.simpson0000@gmail.com"
<gary.simpson0000@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:32:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gary Simpson
gary.simpson0000@gmail.com DE GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rizvinahid4@gmail.com" <rizvinahid4@gmail.com>

From: "rizvinahid4@gmail.com" <rizvinahid4@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:31:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nahid Rizvi rizvinahid4@gmail.com US
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"kelly.warwick@sbdinc.com" <kelly.warwick@sbdinc.com>

From: "kelly.warwick@sbdinc.com" <kelly.warwick@sbdinc.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:31:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelly Warwick kelly.warwick@sbdinc.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dhoagland@optonline.net" <dhoagland@optonline.net>

From: "dhoagland@optonline.net" <dhoagland@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:31:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dona Hoagland dhoagland@optonline.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"beggsrobertd@gmail.com" <beggsrobertd@gmail.com>

From: "beggsrobertd@gmail.com" <beggsrobertd@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:30:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Beggs beggsrobertd@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"beverlyteach@gmail.com" <beverlyteach@gmail.com>

From: "beverlyteach@gmail.com" <beverlyteach@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:29:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 A
thinly veiled excuse for the Trump sons' hunting iconic species in Africa, and another nod to the
NRA, I am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as
announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-
N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is
brought into effect. This 'conservation' council would promote trophy hunting of foreign species
that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts
that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their
habitats. It's been clear for decades that China and other powerful countries have looked to find
any way possible to slaughter whole families of elephants using just about any means possible.
Their practices are brutal, inhumane and immoral on every level possible, and Trump (no
surprise) encourages more. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when
hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound
economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting
industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is already
importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in
IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S.
accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll
showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this
council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several
changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a
holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and
animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI
announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused
representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has
no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. This is
even a jobs issue--poachers are now being thwarted by special forces in these countries who
stop them from doing it, and millions of dollars pour into countries in which these animals can
still be found when people are seeking wildlife viewing experiences. Thank you for taking the
time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council
truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beverly Roxby
beverlyteach@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"donatracy@hotmail.com" <donatracy@hotmail.com>

From: "donatracy@hotmail.com" <donatracy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:29:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dona Tracy donatracy@hotmail.com CA US
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"dragonflydaisy@gmail.com" <dragonflydaisy@gmail.com>

From: "dragonflydaisy@gmail.com" <dragonflydaisy@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:28:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eileen Roberts dragonflydaisy@gmail.com
US
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"dianewildes@comcast.net" <dianewildes@comcast.net>

From: "dianewildes@comcast.net" <dianewildes@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:29:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Wildes dianewildes@comcast.net MA
US
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"sharonsheridan18@gmail.com" <sharonsheridan18@gmail.com>

From: "sharonsheridan18@gmail.com" <sharonsheridan18@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:28:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Donovan-Sheridan
sharonsheridan18@gmail.com US
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"ek03847@gmail.com" <ek03847@gmail.com>

From: "ek03847@gmail.com" <ek03847@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:28:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: erinkennedy@rocketmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erin Kennedy ek03847@gmail.com NH US
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"dakota55@localnet.com" <dakota55@localnet.com>

From: "dakota55@localnet.com" <dakota55@localnet.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:28:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Virginia Elliott dakota55@localnet.com NY
US
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"theworldisempty@hotmail.com" <theworldisempty@hotmail.com>

From: "theworldisempty@hotmail.com" <theworldisempty@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:27:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lonny Collier theworldisempty@hotmail.com
OK US
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"criterionfarm@hotmail.com" <criterionfarm@hotmail.com>

From: "criterionfarm@hotmail.com" <criterionfarm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:26:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Corinne Zellner criterionfarm@hotmail.com
US
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"maxinekressel@hotmail.com" <maxinekressel@hotmail.com>

From: "maxinekressel@hotmail.com" <maxinekressel@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:27:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maxine Kressel-Taub
maxinekressel@hotmail.com US
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"nicole@ndmnaturescapes.net" <nicole@ndmnaturescapes.net>

From: "nicole@ndmnaturescapes.net" <nicole@ndmnaturescapes.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:25:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicole Marrins nicole@ndmnaturescapes.net
US
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"flordans@comcast.net" <flordans@comcast.net>

From: "flordans@comcast.net" <flordans@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:25:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joy Dansby flordans@comcast.net US
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"david.k.patterson@state.ma.us" <david.k.patterson@state.ma.us>

From: "david.k.patterson@state.ma.us"
<david.k.patterson@state.ma.us>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:24:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Patterson
david.k.patterson@state.ma.us MA US
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"acyr44@comcast.net" <acyr44@comcast.net>

From: "acyr44@comcast.net" <acyr44@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:23:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Cyr acyr44@comcast.net US
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"jennifer.roth@hcahealthcare.com" <jennifer.roth@hcahealthcare.com>

From: "jennifer.roth@hcahealthcare.com"
<jennifer.roth@hcahealthcare.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:22:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Roth
jennifer.roth@hcahealthcare.com US
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"sanns21@hotmail.com" <sanns21@hotmail.com>

From: "sanns21@hotmail.com" <sanns21@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:20:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Kiska sanns21@hotmail.com US
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"dwaddell@lawrencedd.org" <dwaddell@lawrencedd.org>

From: "dwaddell@lawrencedd.org" <dwaddell@lawrencedd.org>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:19:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Waddell dwaddell@lawrencedd.org KY
US
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"cbienvenue@verizon.net" <cbienvenue@verizon.net>

From: "cbienvenue@verizon.net" <cbienvenue@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:18:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Bienvenue cbienvenue@verizon.net
US
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"goldenlover@me.com" <goldenlover@me.com>

From: "goldenlover@me.com" <goldenlover@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:18:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ingrid Hullman goldenlover@me.com CO US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sharonmorris@rogers.com" <sharonmorris@rogers.com>

From: "sharonmorris@rogers.com" <sharonmorris@rogers.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:17:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Morris sharonmorris@rogers.com CA
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"cheryl.blankenship234@gmail.com" <cheryl.blankenship234@gmail.com>

From: "cheryl.blankenship234@gmail.com"
<cheryl.blankenship234@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:16:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheryle Blankenship
cheryl.blankenship234@gmail.com TN US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jakependlebury26@gmail.com" <jakependlebury26@gmail.com>

From: "jakependlebury26@gmail.com" <jakependlebury26@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:15:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacob Pendlebury
jakependlebury26@gmail.com US
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"cindyoldenburg@centurylink.net" <cindyoldenburg@centurylink.net>

From: "cindyoldenburg@centurylink.net"
<cindyoldenburg@centurylink.net>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:13:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Oldenburg
cindyoldenburg@centurylink.net US
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"anderson_b@mac.com" <anderson_b@mac.com>

From: "anderson_b@mac.com" <anderson_b@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:14:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Anderson anderson_b@mac.com
US
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"kehoec@icmcvi.com" <kehoec@icmcvi.com>

From: "kehoec@icmcvi.com" <kehoec@icmcvi.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:13:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charlene Kehoe kehoec@icmcvi.com US
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"tpeterson@newmilfordvna.org" <tpeterson@newmilfordvna.org>

From: "tpeterson@newmilfordvna.org" <tpeterson@newmilfordvna.org>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:13:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theresa Peterson
tpeterson@newmilfordvna.org US
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"cathis@dejazzd.com" <cathis@dejazzd.com>

From: "cathis@dejazzd.com" <cathis@dejazzd.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:10:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cathi Shirk cathis@dejazzd.com US
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"evaqui19@gmail.com" <evaqui19@gmail.com>

From: "evaqui19@gmail.com" <evaqui19@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:10:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Evalyn Quiles evaqui19@gmail.com US
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"deb.habing@gmail.com" <deb.habing@gmail.com>

From: "deb.habing@gmail.com" <deb.habing@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:10:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Habing deb.habing@gmail.com US
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"smarina1207@hotmail.com" <smarina1207@hotmail.com>

From: "smarina1207@hotmail.com" <smarina1207@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:10:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, marina macmillan
smarina1207@hotmail.com US
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"donosrq@gmail.com" <donosrq@gmail.com>

From: "donosrq@gmail.com" <donosrq@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:09:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Donovan donosrq@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"theworldisempty@hotmail.com" <theworldisempty@hotmail.com>

From: "theworldisempty@hotmail.com" <theworldisempty@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:07:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lonny Collier theworldisempty@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jane.kaufman@gmail.com" <jane.kaufman@gmail.com>

From: "jane.kaufman@gmail.com" <jane.kaufman@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:06:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Graham jane.kaufman@gmail.com US
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"drbastad@gmail.com" <drbastad@gmail.com>

From: "drbastad@gmail.com" <drbastad@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:04:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eric Hildebrand drbastad@gmail.com US
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"david@paradiesgifts.com" <david@paradiesgifts.com>

From: "david@paradiesgifts.com" <david@paradiesgifts.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:04:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Adams david@paradiesgifts.com US
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"vtjudy@gmail.com" <vtjudy@gmail.com>

From: "vtjudy@gmail.com" <vtjudy@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:04:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Thurlow vtjudy@gmail.com US
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"momcat22872287@att.net" <momcat22872287@att.net>

From: "momcat22872287@att.net" <momcat22872287@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:03:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellen Rosser momcat22872287@att.net US
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"akubin@tampabay.rr.com" <akubin@tampabay.rr.com>

From: "akubin@tampabay.rr.com" <akubin@tampabay.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:03:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Kubin akubin@tampabay.rr.com FL US
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"kaplan_m_c@hotmail.com" <kaplan_m_c@hotmail.com>

From: "kaplan_m_c@hotmail.com" <kaplan_m_c@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:02:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Miriam Kaplan kaplan_m_c@hotmail.com NY
US
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"quotesfree@tampabay.rr.com" <quotesfree@tampabay.rr.com>

From: "quotesfree@tampabay.rr.com" <quotesfree@tampabay.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:02:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Decker quotesfree@tampabay.rr.com
US
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"grobertson@jakebrake.com" <grobertson@jakebrake.com>

From: "grobertson@jakebrake.com" <grobertson@jakebrake.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, gary robertson grobertson@jakebrake.com
US
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"meganw1987@gmail.com" <meganw1987@gmail.com>

From: "meganw1987@gmail.com" <meganw1987@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:00:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Megan Wilson meganw1987@gmail.com TN
US
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"ft.morgan@tds.net" <ft.morgan@tds.net>

From: "ft.morgan@tds.net" <ft.morgan@tds.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:02:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ross McDonald ft.morgan@tds.net TN US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rescuethemutt@gmail.com" <rescuethemutt@gmail.com>

From: "rescuethemutt@gmail.com" <rescuethemutt@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:02:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Marquardt
rescuethemutt@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cprandrews@comcast.net" <cprandrews@comcast.net>

From: "cprandrews@comcast.net" <cprandrews@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:00:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colin Andrews cprandrews@comcast.net US
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"kenakin@email.unc.edu" <kenakin@email.unc.edu>

From: "kenakin@email.unc.edu" <kenakin@email.unc.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:59:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry Kenakin kenakin@email.unc.edu NC
US
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"silversmithjess@gmail.com" <silversmithjess@gmail.com>

From: "silversmithjess@gmail.com" <silversmithjess@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 06:00:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Kliskey silversmithjess@gmail.com
US
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"dmlaite@comcast.net" <dmlaite@comcast.net>

From: "dmlaite@comcast.net" <dmlaite@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:59:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Laite dmlaite@comcast.net US
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"empark2@embarqmail.com" <empark2@embarqmail.com>

From: "empark2@embarqmail.com" <empark2@embarqmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:59:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Evelyn Parker empark2@embarqmail.com
US
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"cjkoch51@comcast.net" <cjkoch51@comcast.net>

From: "cjkoch51@comcast.net" <cjkoch51@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:59:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Williams cjkoch51@comcast.net US
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"Jonathanofamherst@gmail.com" <Jonathanofamherst@gmail.com>

From: "Jonathanofamherst@gmail.com"
<Jonathanofamherst@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:59:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jonathan Bristol
Jonathanofamherst@gmail.com NJ US
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"jedijan1983@hotmail.com" <jedijan1983@hotmail.com>

From: "jedijan1983@hotmail.com" <jedijan1983@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:56:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janice Wright jedijan1983@hotmail.com US
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"cvuebelhoer@gmail.com" <cvuebelhoer@gmail.com>

From: "cvuebelhoer@gmail.com" <cvuebelhoer@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:56:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christina Uebelhoer cvuebelhoer@gmail.com
US
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"forwhatitswerf@gmail.com" <forwhatitswerf@gmail.com>

From: "forwhatitswerf@gmail.com" <forwhatitswerf@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:56:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erin Farber forwhatitswerf@gmail.com US
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"timothy.meagher@rochesterregional.org"
<timothy.meagher@rochesterregional.org>

From: "timothy.meagher@rochesterregional.org"
<timothy.meagher@rochesterregional.org>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:56:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tim Meagher
timothy.meagher@rochesterregional.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"raustalin@hotmail.com" <raustalin@hotmail.com>

From: "raustalin@hotmail.com" <raustalin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:56:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim Trost raustalin@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bkhllc@gmail.com" <bkhllc@gmail.com>

From: "bkhllc@gmail.com" <bkhllc@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:56:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, kay shafer bkhllc@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ajwgkw@bellsouth.net" <ajwgkw@bellsouth.net>

From: "ajwgkw@bellsouth.net" <ajwgkw@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:56:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Georgina K. Whitton ajwgkw@bellsouth.net
US
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"loraine915@gmail.com" <loraine915@gmail.com>

From: "loraine915@gmail.com" <loraine915@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:55:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Loraine Blachowicz loraine915@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sharon.biddle@navy.mil" <sharon.biddle@navy.mil>

From: "sharon.biddle@navy.mil" <sharon.biddle@navy.mil>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:54:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Biddle Sharon sharon.biddle@navy.mil US
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"kdittem21@gmail.com" <kdittem21@gmail.com>

From: "kdittem21@gmail.com" <kdittem21@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:54:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathryn Dittemore kdittem21@gmail.com US
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"jenniegreenspan@gmail.com" <jenniegreenspan@gmail.com>

From: "jenniegreenspan@gmail.com" <jenniegreenspan@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:53:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennie Greenspan-Sher
jenniegreenspan@gmail.com ZA
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"szablocka@gmail.com" <szablocka@gmail.com>

From: "szablocka@gmail.com" <szablocka@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:53:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sylvia Zablocka szablocka@gmail.com US
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"cindy@cyclonedesign.net" <cindy@cyclonedesign.net>

From: "cindy@cyclonedesign.net" <cindy@cyclonedesign.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:53:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Adams cindy@cyclonedesign.net FL
US
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"traceyhammer@outlook.com" <traceyhammer@outlook.com>

From: "traceyhammer@outlook.com" <traceyhammer@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:50:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracey Hammer traceyhammer@outlook.com
US
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"andmoff@verizon.net" <andmoff@verizon.net>

From: "andmoff@verizon.net" <andmoff@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:48:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andy Moffatt andmoff@verizon.net PA US
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"robbasso@comcast.net" <robbasso@comcast.net>

From: "robbasso@comcast.net" <robbasso@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:48:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Basso robbasso@comcast.net US
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"rachaelcottrell23@gmail.com" <rachaelcottrell23@gmail.com>

From: "rachaelcottrell23@gmail.com" <rachaelcottrell23@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:48:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachael Cottrell
rachaelcottrell23@gmail.com US
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"elodie0808@mac.com" <elodie0808@mac.com>

From: "elodie0808@mac.com" <elodie0808@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:47:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. WHO WOULD THIS COUNCIL BE RESPONDING TO?
TROPHY HUNTING IS A SPORT OF THE RICH AND SPOILED; NOT SOMETHING 99% OF
AMERICANS DO. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife conservation
AND ADDRESS THE WANTS OF THE MAJORITY OF AMERICANS the DOI would have to
make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy
hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife
conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As
written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by
wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Parrie Henderson elodie0808@mac.com US
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"bsjoerdsma1960@kpnmail.nl" <bsjoerdsma1960@kpnmail.nl>

From: "bsjoerdsma1960@kpnmail.nl" <bsjoerdsma1960@kpnmail.nl>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:47:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bartha Sjoerdsma
bsjoerdsma1960@kpnmail.nl NL
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"jbobkmus@hotmail.com" <jbobkmus@hotmail.com>

From: "jbobkmus@hotmail.com" <jbobkmus@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:47:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Kuehnling jbobkmus@hotmail.com
US
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"eviljill385@gmail.com" <eviljill385@gmail.com>

From: "eviljill385@gmail.com" <eviljill385@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:46:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jill Jovic-Newbould eviljill385@gmail.com US
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"rloforte1@optimum.net" <rloforte1@optimum.net>

From: "rloforte1@optimum.net" <rloforte1@optimum.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roseann Loforte rloforte1@optimum.net US
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"joanlin@us.ibm.com" <joanlin@us.ibm.com>

From: "joanlin@us.ibm.com" <joanlin@us.ibm.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:44:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, joan LINDAUER joanlin@us.ibm.com US
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"davislisae12@gmail.com" <davislisae12@gmail.com>

From: "davislisae12@gmail.com" <davislisae12@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:43:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa E Davis davislisae12@gmail.com US
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"naturedoc4@gmail.com" <naturedoc4@gmail.com>

From: "naturedoc4@gmail.com" <naturedoc4@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:41:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Kuhlman naturedoc4@gmail.com
US
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"sfl1@lehigh.edu" <sfl1@lehigh.edu>

From: "sfl1@lehigh.edu" <sfl1@lehigh.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:41:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Loosbrock sfl1@lehigh.edu US
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"chris.picard57@gmail.com" <chris.picard57@gmail.com>

From: "chris.picard57@gmail.com" <chris.picard57@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:40:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, christie picard chris.picard57@gmail.com US
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"kittyhouse@comcast.net" <kittyhouse@comcast.net>

From: "kittyhouse@comcast.net" <kittyhouse@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:39:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Beeley kittyhouse@comcast.net MA
US
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"Superbarnum@hotmail.co.uk" <Superbarnum@hotmail.co.uk>

From: "Superbarnum@hotmail.co.uk" <Superbarnum@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:38:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Ludwig Algar
Superbarnum@hotmail.co.uk ES
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"bigwhitetiger@optonline.net" <bigwhitetiger@optonline.net>

From: "bigwhitetiger@optonline.net" <bigwhitetiger@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:38:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Falacara bigwhitetiger@optonline.net
US
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"oakcreekjudy@att.net" <oakcreekjudy@att.net>

From: "oakcreekjudy@att.net" <oakcreekjudy@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:37:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Lewandowski oakcreekjudy@att.net WI
US
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"lara.sikora2@gmail.com" <lara.sikora2@gmail.com>

From: "lara.sikora2@gmail.com" <lara.sikora2@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:35:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lara Sikora lara.sikora2@gmail.com US
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"digitaljay1@hotmail.com" <digitaljay1@hotmail.com>

From: "digitaljay1@hotmail.com" <digitaljay1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:35:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jay Abramson digitaljay1@hotmail.com US
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"ervinhday@gmail.com" <ervinhday@gmail.com>

From: "ervinhday@gmail.com" <ervinhday@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:34:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ervin Day ervinhday@gmail.com WV US
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"adamsg@email.chop.edu" <adamsg@email.chop.edu>

From: "adamsg@email.chop.edu" <adamsg@email.chop.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:34:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Geraldine Adams adamsg@email.chop.edu
US
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"dknutson54@gmail.com" <dknutson54@gmail.com>

From: "dknutson54@gmail.com" <dknutson54@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:35:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, DEBBIE KNUTSON dknutson54@gmail.com
US
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"browns@denison.edu" <browns@denison.edu>

From: "browns@denison.edu" <browns@denison.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:33:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sylvia Brown browns@denison.edu US
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"mluce148@hotmail.com" <mluce148@hotmail.com>

From: "mluce148@hotmail.com" <mluce148@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:33:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Luce mluce148@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jzeinert@affinityhealth.org" <jzeinert@affinityhealth.org>

From: "jzeinert@affinityhealth.org" <jzeinert@affinityhealth.org>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:32:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Zeinert jzeinert@affinityhealth.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"denisemalcher@gmail.com" <denisemalcher@gmail.com>

From: "denisemalcher@gmail.com" <denisemalcher@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:31:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Malcher denisemalcher@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
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"nancytaiani@gmail.com" <nancytaiani@gmail.com>

From: "nancytaiani@gmail.com" <nancytaiani@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:30:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Taiani nancytaiani@gmail.com US
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"jgilbert3@san.rr.com" <jgilbert3@san.rr.com>

From: "jgilbert3@san.rr.com" <jgilbert3@san.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:29:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, JoAnn Gilbert jgilbert3@san.rr.com US



Conversation Contents
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"abell.sl@gmail.com" <abell.sl@gmail.com>

From: "abell.sl@gmail.com" <abell.sl@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:29:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Abell abell.sl@gmail.com US
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"leombrunip@mvsd.us" <leombrunip@mvsd.us>

From: "leombrunip@mvsd.us" <leombrunip@mvsd.us>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:29:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Leombruni leombrunip@mvsd.us US
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"vkline@athletics.pitt.edu" <vkline@athletics.pitt.edu>

From: "vkline@athletics.pitt.edu" <vkline@athletics.pitt.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:29:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vicki Kline vkline@athletics.pitt.edu US
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"thescootzone@gmail.com" <thescootzone@gmail.com>

From: "thescootzone@gmail.com" <thescootzone@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:27:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Bahls thescootzone@gmail.com US
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"maryzeus39@comcast.net" <maryzeus39@comcast.net>

From: "maryzeus39@comcast.net" <maryzeus39@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:28:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Jackson maryzeus39@comcast.net US
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"slong@novec.com" <slong@novec.com>

From: "slong@novec.com" <slong@novec.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:28:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Long slong@novec.com US
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"loryder@charter.net" <loryder@charter.net>

From: "loryder@charter.net" <loryder@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:28:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roberta Meisel loryder@charter.net US
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"mindy741961@gmail.com" <mindy741961@gmail.com>

From: "mindy741961@gmail.com" <mindy741961@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:27:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mindy Rosenthal mindy741961@gmail.com
US
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"kpicardy@mail.com" <kpicardy@mail.com>

From: "kpicardy@mail.com" <kpicardy@mail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:27:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katie Picardy kpicardy@mail.com US
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"emifleshman11@gmail.com" <emifleshman11@gmail.com>

From: "emifleshman11@gmail.com" <emifleshman11@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:26:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Emily Fleshman emifleshman11@gmail.com
US
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"judith@gautestad.com" <judith@gautestad.com>

From: "judith@gautestad.com" <judith@gautestad.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:26:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Gautestad judith@gautestad.com US
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"schofield1953@gmail.com" <schofield1953@gmail.com>

From: "schofield1953@gmail.com" <schofield1953@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:26:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bonnie Schofield schofield1953@gmail.com
UT US
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"myrnamac@verizon.net" <myrnamac@verizon.net>

From: "myrnamac@verizon.net" <myrnamac@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:25:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Myrna MacDonald myrnamac@verizon.net
US
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"azalia.abdulina@gmail.com" <azalia.abdulina@gmail.com>

From: "azalia.abdulina@gmail.com" <azalia.abdulina@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:24:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Azalia Abdulina azalia.abdulina@gmail.com
US
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"mividaloco56@hotmail.com" <mividaloco56@hotmail.com>

From: "mividaloco56@hotmail.com" <mividaloco56@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:23:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marion Saragosa mividaloco56@hotmail.com
US
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"cmcebollero@gmail.com" <cmcebollero@gmail.com>

From: "cmcebollero@gmail.com" <cmcebollero@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:22:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carlos Morales cmcebollero@gmail.com PR
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"carol.ervi39@gmail.com" <carol.ervi39@gmail.com>

From: "carol.ervi39@gmail.com" <carol.ervi39@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:19:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Ervi carol.ervi39@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Treehugger52768@gmail.com" <Treehugger52768@gmail.com>

From: "Treehugger52768@gmail.com" <Treehugger52768@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:19:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katrina Shadix
Treehugger52768@gmail.com FL US
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"scottbe1963@gmail.com" <scottbe1963@gmail.com>

From: "scottbe1963@gmail.com" <scottbe1963@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:18:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beverly Scott scottbe1963@gmail.com US
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"spencer_martha@hotmail.com" <spencer_martha@hotmail.com>

From: "spencer_martha@hotmail.com" <spencer_martha@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:18:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martha Spencer
spencer_martha@hotmail.com US
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"kelly_paulk@bcbst.com" <kelly_paulk@bcbst.com>

From: "kelly_paulk@bcbst.com" <kelly_paulk@bcbst.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:17:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelly Paulk kelly_paulk@bcbst.com US
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"dianevanussel@gmail.com" <dianevanussel@gmail.com>

From: "dianevanussel@gmail.com" <dianevanussel@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:17:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Van ussel dianevanussel@gmail.com
US
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"lizardes@msn.com" <lizardes@msn.com>

From: "lizardes@msn.com" <lizardes@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:40:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Scherbak lizardes@msn.com US
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"aspttud@sbs.umass.edu" <aspttud@sbs.umass.edu>

From: "aspttud@sbs.umass.edu" <aspttud@sbs.umass.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Tudryn aspttud@sbs.umass.edu US
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"nonnieluther@gmail.com" <nonnieluther@gmail.com>

From: "nonnieluther@gmail.com" <nonnieluther@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:40:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nonnie Luther nonnieluther@gmail.com US
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"princessrobincat13@gmail.com" <princessrobincat13@gmail.com>

From: "princessrobincat13@gmail.com"
<princessrobincat13@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:41:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Johns princessrobincat13@gmail.com
OH US
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"sharp@depaul.edu" <sharp@depaul.edu>

From: "sharp@depaul.edu" <sharp@depaul.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:41:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steve Harp sharp@depaul.edu US
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"hyatttl@rutgers.edu" <hyatttl@rutgers.edu>

From: "hyatttl@rutgers.edu" <hyatttl@rutgers.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:41:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teri Hyatt hyatttl@rutgers.edu NJ US
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"sofie21@hotmail.com" <sofie21@hotmail.com>

From: "sofie21@hotmail.com" <sofie21@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:41:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sofia Natsis sofie21@hotmail.com NY US
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"jshuey96@gmail.com" <jshuey96@gmail.com>

From: "jshuey96@gmail.com" <jshuey96@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jackie Shuey jshuey96@gmail.com US
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Jenny Newgard <jenny@tcrehab.com>

From: Jenny Newgard <jenny@tcrehab.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:41:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Counci

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. 

The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government
decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. 

The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

 

-- 

Jenny Newgard 
Twin Cities Animal Rehab + Sports Medicine Clinic 
Office: 952-224-9354 / Fax: 952-224-9194 
12010 Riverwood Drive
Burnsville, MN 55337 
www.tcrehab.com

http://www.tcrehab.com/
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"camhi@stare.com" <camhi@stare.com>

From: "camhi@stare.com" <camhi@stare.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:40:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Camhi camhi@stare.com US
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"alan-43@comcast.net" <alan-43@comcast.net>

From: "alan-43@comcast.net" <alan-43@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:40:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alan Montgomery alan-43@comcast.net US
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"charlenel@comcast.net" <charlenel@comcast.net>

From: "charlenel@comcast.net" <charlenel@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:40:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charlene Larsen charlenel@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"g.moll9@icloud.com" <g.moll9@icloud.com>

From: "g.moll9@icloud.com" <g.moll9@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:40:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Moll g.moll9@icloud.com US
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"dextersmom07@gmail.com" <dextersmom07@gmail.com>

From: "dextersmom07@gmail.com" <dextersmom07@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:40:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Gibb dextersmom07@gmail.com US
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"klgeilenkirchen@hotmail.com" <klgeilenkirchen@hotmail.com>

From: "klgeilenkirchen@hotmail.com" <klgeilenkirchen@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:40:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katie Geilenkirchen
klgeilenkirchen@hotmail.com CO US
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"william_j_parr_iii@comcast.net" <william_j_parr_iii@comcast.net>

From: "william_j_parr_iii@comcast.net"
<william_j_parr_iii@comcast.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:39:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, William Parr william_j_parr_iii@comcast.net
US
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"diane@dianeburket.com" <diane@dianeburket.com>

From: "diane@dianeburket.com" <diane@dianeburket.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:40:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, diane burket diane@dianeburket.com US
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"adambackstrom@gmail.com" <adambackstrom@gmail.com>

From: "adambackstrom@gmail.com" <adambackstrom@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:39:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Adam Backstrom
adambackstrom@gmail.com US
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"annharkings@gmail.com" <annharkings@gmail.com>

From: "annharkings@gmail.com" <annharkings@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:39:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maribeth Newman annharkings@gmail.com
US
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"hshmerl@optonline.net" <hshmerl@optonline.net>

From: "hshmerl@optonline.net" <hshmerl@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:39:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Harry Schmerl hshmerl@optonline.net NJ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hbweiss1@comcast.net" <hbweiss1@comcast.net>

From: "hbweiss1@comcast.net" <hbweiss1@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:39:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, howard weiss hbweiss1@comcast.net NJ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rclayament@gmail.com" <rclayament@gmail.com>

From: "rclayament@gmail.com" <rclayament@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:39:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robbie Clay-Ament rclayament@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rowena777@hotmail.com" <rowena777@hotmail.com>

From: "rowena777@hotmail.com" <rowena777@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:38:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, rowena schokman rowena777@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jillk123@hotmail.com" <jillk123@hotmail.com>

From: "jillk123@hotmail.com" <jillk123@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:38:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jill Klein jillk123@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"clackmd@att.net" <clackmd@att.net>

From: "clackmd@att.net" <clackmd@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:38:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Misty Clack clackmd@att.net US
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"Katrina.beek@gmail.com" <Katrina.beek@gmail.com>

From: "Katrina.beek@gmail.com" <Katrina.beek@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:38:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katrina Beek Katrina.beek@gmail.com GA
US
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"wsmaier@comcast.net" <wsmaier@comcast.net>

From: "wsmaier@comcast.net" <wsmaier@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:38:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wendy Farrell wsmaier@comcast.net US
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"smoore@dhmhotels.com" <smoore@dhmhotels.com>

From: "smoore@dhmhotels.com" <smoore@dhmhotels.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:38:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacie Moore smoore@dhmhotels.com US
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"pallen@americanoak.net" <pallen@americanoak.net>

From: "pallen@americanoak.net" <pallen@americanoak.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:38:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, P Allen pallen@americanoak.net IN US
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"dawnpjohnston@msn.com" <dawnpjohnston@msn.com>

From: "dawnpjohnston@msn.com" <dawnpjohnston@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:37:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dawn Johnston dawnpjohnston@msn.com IA
US
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"charlesraines147@gmail.com" <charlesraines147@gmail.com>

From: "charlesraines147@gmail.com" <charlesraines147@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:37:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charles Raines
charlesraines147@gmail.com US
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"kealelani@gmail.com" <kealelani@gmail.com>

From: "kealelani@gmail.com" <kealelani@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:37:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. I am extremely concerned about the damage this
council will cause these beautiful creatures. They deserve and need protection. Please provide
them with such. Sincerely, Lory Ono kealelani@gmail.com HI US
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"adam@smokingferret.com" <adam@smokingferret.com>

From: "adam@smokingferret.com" <adam@smokingferret.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:37:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Adam Glickfield adam@smokingferret.com
OR US
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"merryminion@tds.net" <merryminion@tds.net>

From: "merryminion@tds.net" <merryminion@tds.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:37:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Morrissey merryminion@tds.net US
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"ptoner@chamberphl.com" <ptoner@chamberphl.com>

From: "ptoner@chamberphl.com" <ptoner@chamberphl.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:37:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Toner ptoner@chamberphl.com US
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"fsock@uscourts.cavc.gov" <fsock@uscourts.cavc.gov>

From: "fsock@uscourts.cavc.gov" <fsock@uscourts.cavc.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:37:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fatima Sock fsock@uscourts.cavc.gov US
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"jldock09@gmail.com" <jldock09@gmail.com>

From: "jldock09@gmail.com" <jldock09@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:37:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeremy Dockery jldock09@gmail.com US
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"dianne@morrisonmcnabb.com" <dianne@morrisonmcnabb.com>

From: "dianne@morrisonmcnabb.com" <dianne@morrisonmcnabb.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:37:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. We are human beings. Let's be humane. Sincerely,
Dianne Morrison dianne@morrisonmcnabb.com CA US
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"rohit.vasan@va.gov" <rohit.vasan@va.gov>

From: "rohit.vasan@va.gov" <rohit.vasan@va.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:37:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ro Vasan rohit.vasan@va.gov US
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"drpamelamb@gmail.com" <drpamelamb@gmail.com>

From: "drpamelamb@gmail.com" <drpamelamb@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:36:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dr. Pamela Berger drpamelamb@gmail.com
US
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"ladominy@gmail.com" <ladominy@gmail.com>

From: "ladominy@gmail.com" <ladominy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:36:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurie Dominy ladominy@gmail.com US
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"jarankin@co.bucks.pa.us" <jarankin@co.bucks.pa.us>

From: "jarankin@co.bucks.pa.us" <jarankin@co.bucks.pa.us>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:36:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Rankin jarankin@co.bucks.pa.us PA
US
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"rick.baumhauer@gmail.com" <rick.baumhauer@gmail.com>

From: "rick.baumhauer@gmail.com" <rick.baumhauer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:36:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rick Baumhauer rick.baumhauer@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jonescj@fhda.edu" <jonescj@fhda.edu>

From: "jonescj@fhda.edu" <jonescj@fhda.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Jones jonescj@fhda.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tcllink@comcast.net" <tcllink@comcast.net>

From: "tcllink@comcast.net" <tcllink@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:35:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tim Lindquist tcllink@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"martyjothomas@gmail.com" <martyjothomas@gmail.com>

From: "martyjothomas@gmail.com" <martyjothomas@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marty Thomas martyjothomas@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lottchen@me.com" <lottchen@me.com>

From: "lottchen@me.com" <lottchen@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:35:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lotta Kuylenstjerna lottchen@me.com SE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"flor_garcia.21@hotmail.com" <flor_garcia.21@hotmail.com>

From: "flor_garcia.21@hotmail.com" <flor_garcia.21@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:34:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, flor garcia flor_garcia.21@hotmail.com TX
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kmetevier@dickinsonwright.com" <kmetevier@dickinsonwright.com>

From: "kmetevier@dickinsonwright.com"
<kmetevier@dickinsonwright.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:34:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Metevier-Rizza
kmetevier@dickinsonwright.com MI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bcbeek@gmail.com" <bcbeek@gmail.com>

From: "bcbeek@gmail.com" <bcbeek@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:35:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Kenakin bcbeek@gmail.com US
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"p0land81@hotmail.com" <p0land81@hotmail.com>

From: "p0land81@hotmail.com" <p0land81@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:34:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: p0land81@hotmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Slowomir and Irene Przybysz
p0land81@hotmail.com CT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kennan1507@hotmail.com" <kennan1507@hotmail.com>

From: "kennan1507@hotmail.com" <kennan1507@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:35:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Kennan kennan1507@hotmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dianaslug@gmail.com" <dianaslug@gmail.com>

From: "dianaslug@gmail.com" <dianaslug@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:34:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Lung dianaslug@gmail.com US
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"dorothymarciano@gmail.com" <dorothymarciano@gmail.com>

From: "dorothymarciano@gmail.com" <dorothymarciano@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:35:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: dorothymarciano@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dorothy Marciano
dorothymarciano@gmail.com CT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jmcbride@nctv.com" <jmcbride@nctv.com>

From: "jmcbride@nctv.com" <jmcbride@nctv.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:35:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, J. Mcbride jmcbride@nctv.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"piasanderson@msn.com" <piasanderson@msn.com>

From: "piasanderson@msn.com" <piasanderson@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:35:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pia Back-sanderson
piasanderson@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sweet2me4@hotmail.com" <sweet2me4@hotmail.com>

From: "sweet2me4@hotmail.com" <sweet2me4@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:34:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erin Adams sweet2me4@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"caroline.kane@roadrunner.com" <caroline.kane@roadrunner.com>

From: "caroline.kane@roadrunner.com"
<caroline.kane@roadrunner.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:34:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Caroline Kane
caroline.kane@roadrunner.com CA US
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"bquick95@charter.net" <bquick95@charter.net>

From: "bquick95@charter.net" <bquick95@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:34:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Quick bquick95@charter.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"brynn.garfield@icloud.com" <brynn.garfield@icloud.com>

From: "brynn.garfield@icloud.com" <brynn.garfield@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:33:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brynn Garfield brynn.garfield@icloud.com US
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"puckmls@gmail.com" <puckmls@gmail.com>

From: "puckmls@gmail.com" <puckmls@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:33:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife-focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion about conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure that this council truly benefits
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martha Smith puckmls@gmail.com US
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cindy.guarnieri@hotmail.com

"cindy.guarnieri@hotmail.com" <cindy.guarnieri@hotmail.com>

From: "cindy.guarnieri@hotmail.com" <cindy.guarnieri@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:34:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: cindy.guarnieri@hotmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anthony and Christine Guarnieri
cindy.guarnieri@hotmail.com CT US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"barbara27ilse@gmail.com" <barbara27ilse@gmail.com>

From: "barbara27ilse@gmail.com" <barbara27ilse@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:34:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Ilse barbara27ilse@gmail.com US
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"ijankowski@ix.netcom.com" <ijankowski@ix.netcom.com>

From: "ijankowski@ix.netcom.com" <ijankowski@ix.netcom.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:33:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Irene Spennicchia
ijankowski@ix.netcom.com NY US
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"ekarzen@sidley.com" <ekarzen@sidley.com>

From: "ekarzen@sidley.com" <ekarzen@sidley.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:33:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eileen Karzen ekarzen@sidley.com US
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"alarcon_rocio@hotmail.com" <alarcon_rocio@hotmail.com>

From: "alarcon_rocio@hotmail.com" <alarcon_rocio@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:33:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rocio Luparello alarcon_rocio@hotmail.com
US
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"kymoose@gmail.com" <kymoose@gmail.com>

From: "kymoose@gmail.com" <kymoose@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:33:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Trina Vaughn kymoose@gmail.com US
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"rlaurella@me.com" <rlaurella@me.com>

From: "rlaurella@me.com" <rlaurella@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:32:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roger Laurella rlaurella@me.com US
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"dealph@finance.rutgers.edu" <dealph@finance.rutgers.edu>

From: "dealph@finance.rutgers.edu" <dealph@finance.rutgers.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:33:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
Due to the president's ill advised comments advocating trophy and ivory retention, the formation
of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov.
8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118), may not mask his evil intentions of
pandering to the proponents of hunting! Hopefully this council undergoes wholesale
modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a URA tool to
promote trophy hunting of foreign species regardless if they are threatened, endangered, or
otherwise imperiled, and at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife
populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this
approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping and unfounded assumptions that
trophy hunting has conservation benefits. This is a bazaar assumptions when at best this would
be a side effect of a gun industry gone mad, and at worst, are exaggerated results from the
URA who funded Trump's campaign of an activity that does more harm than good to wildlife and
wildlife populations. This is the same thought process as promoting murder in a crowded city as
a means of making the city safe!!! If hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it
should be on the basis of sound scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by
the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial, and ONLY
PROMOTED BY THE HUNTING INDUSTRY! The U.S. already imports thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” The U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. A recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. Those who support this equate guns/hunting/killing with
manhood, and sport! For this council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI
must make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, move from the sole focus on
trophy hunting - to a well rounded, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that
wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups have equal representation on the council and
equal voice with the gun lobby. The DOI announcement mandates only a fraction of the council
will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the
council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife
species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and
range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the
Endangered Species Act and CITES. . The council MUST be pro animal and not pro-hunting!
DOI MUST make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits international wildlife
conservation and does NOT benefit the enthusiasts of hunting, guns and killing . Sincerely,
Phyllis Deal dealph@finance.rutgers.edu NJ US
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"cmcgrath@trinity.edu" <cmcgrath@trinity.edu>

From: "cmcgrath@trinity.edu" <cmcgrath@trinity.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:33:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Collin Mcgrath cmcgrath@trinity.edu US
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"seashell151@verizon.net" <seashell151@verizon.net>

From: "seashell151@verizon.net" <seashell151@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:33:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rochelle Di Lauro seashell151@verizon.net
US
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"gemyers26@comcast.net" <gemyers26@comcast.net>

From: "gemyers26@comcast.net" <gemyers26@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:33:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gary Myers gemyers26@comcast.net US
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"davidharralson@hotmail.com" <davidharralson@hotmail.com>

From: "davidharralson@hotmail.com" <davidharralson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:32:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Harralson
davidharralson@hotmail.com US
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"rdsorum@gmail.com" <rdsorum@gmail.com>

From: "rdsorum@gmail.com" <rdsorum@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:32:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Sorum rdsorum@gmail.com US
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"junesfrogs@bellsouth.net" <junesfrogs@bellsouth.net>

From: "junesfrogs@bellsouth.net" <junesfrogs@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:32:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, June Brock-Carroll junesfrogs@bellsouth.net
US
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"moniepenny@gmail.com" <moniepenny@gmail.com>

From: "moniepenny@gmail.com" <moniepenny@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:32:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Penny Dorfman moniepenny@gmail.com US
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"maureen.bosch@wvlt-tv.com" <maureen.bosch@wvlt-tv.com>

From: "maureen.bosch@wvlt-tv.com" <maureen.bosch@wvlt-tv.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:31:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maureen Bosch maureen.bosch@wvlt-tv.com
US
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"susang@ogdenre.com" <susang@ogdenre.com>

From: "susang@ogdenre.com" <susang@ogdenre.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:30:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, susan garven susang@ogdenre.com US
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"carmnsuzy2@verizon.net" <carmnsuzy2@verizon.net>

From: "carmnsuzy2@verizon.net" <carmnsuzy2@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:30:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, C Leslie carmnsuzy2@verizon.net US
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"cmckeeha@gmail.com" <cmckeeha@gmail.com>

From: "cmckeeha@gmail.com" <cmckeeha@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:31:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carmen Mckeehan cmckeeha@gmail.com
US
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"eebyrnes@gmail.com" <eebyrnes@gmail.com>

From: "eebyrnes@gmail.com" <eebyrnes@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:30:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellen Byrnes eebyrnes@gmail.com US
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"equineconsign@gmail.com" <equineconsign@gmail.com>

From: "equineconsign@gmail.com" <equineconsign@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:29:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jamie Sylvander equineconsign@gmail.com
US
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"schindler514@gmail.com" <schindler514@gmail.com>

From: "schindler514@gmail.com" <schindler514@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:30:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Schindler schindler514@gmail.com LA
US
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"kfrailing@bellsouth.net" <kfrailing@bellsouth.net>

From: "kfrailing@bellsouth.net" <kfrailing@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:29:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristine Frailing kfrailing@bellsouth.net TN
US
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"proongily@comcast.net" <proongily@comcast.net>

From: "proongily@comcast.net" <proongily@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:30:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia McKeen proongily@comcast.net US
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"spiffytrooper@gmail.com" <spiffytrooper@gmail.com>

From: "spiffytrooper@gmail.com" <spiffytrooper@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:29:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theresa Martinez spiffytrooper@gmail.com
US
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"tlmartin1967@gmail.com" <tlmartin1967@gmail.com>

From: "tlmartin1967@gmail.com" <tlmartin1967@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:29:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Martin tlmartin1967@gmail.com US
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"Elkinsmin@verizon.net" <Elkinsmin@verizon.net>

From: "Elkinsmin@verizon.net" <Elkinsmin@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:29:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Elkins Elkinsmin@verizon.net PA US
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"dunndm1949@hotmail.com" <dunndm1949@hotmail.com>

From: "dunndm1949@hotmail.com" <dunndm1949@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:29:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, DAVID M. DUNN dunndm1949@hotmail.com
US
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"sarussilisa@gmail.com" <sarussilisa@gmail.com>

From: "sarussilisa@gmail.com" <sarussilisa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:29:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Sarussi sarussilisa@gmail.com US
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"ccherrytn@gmail.com" <ccherrytn@gmail.com>

From: "ccherrytn@gmail.com" <ccherrytn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:28:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christi Cherry ccherrytn@gmail.com TN US
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"novelschloss@gmail.com" <novelschloss@gmail.com>

From: "novelschloss@gmail.com" <novelschloss@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:28:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bruno Schloss novelschloss@gmail.com US
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"klarson@marqueefg.com" <klarson@marqueefg.com>

From: "klarson@marqueefg.com" <klarson@marqueefg.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:28:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
STOP CALLING THEM HUNTERS THESE DEVILS ARE NOTHING BUT THE DEVIL. THEY
ARE PUSSY'S WITH GUNS. IF YOU WANT TO BE A HUNTER THEN GO OUT AND HUNTER
WITH NO GUN YOU LOW LIFE SCUM. I HAVE SAID IT MANY TIMES AND WILL SAY IT
AGAIN I PRAY THAT KARMA WILL COME YOU WAY VERY SOON IN THE FORM OF A
HUGH BULLET THRU YOUR HEADS THAT IS ALL YOU DESERVE. THERE IS
ABSOLUTELY NO REASON IN HELL FOR HUNTING JUST TO TRY AND PROVE YOU HAVE
BALLS. THAT IS NO WAY TRUE YOU TRASH HAVE NO HEART, NO BALLS, AND NO SOLE
GOD WILL MAKE SURE YOU GET WHAT YOU DESERVE. Sincerely, KAREN LARSON
klarson@marqueefg.com CA US
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"cabelbey@nyc.rr.com" <cabelbey@nyc.rr.com>

From: "cabelbey@nyc.rr.com" <cabelbey@nyc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:28:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Abel-Bey cabelbey@nyc.rr.com US
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"mikesquid@icloud.com" <mikesquid@icloud.com>

From: "mikesquid@icloud.com" <mikesquid@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:28:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leigh Squillante mikesquid@icloud.com US
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"primrose.1@nd.edu" <primrose.1@nd.edu>

From: "primrose.1@nd.edu" <primrose.1@nd.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:27:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, veronica Primrose primrose.1@nd.edu US
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"mary@vieon.net" <mary@vieon.net>

From: "mary@vieon.net" <mary@vieon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:28:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Finkelstein mary@vieon.net US
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"pihnenels@gmail.com" <pihnenels@gmail.com>

From: "pihnenels@gmail.com" <pihnenels@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:28:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Nelson pihnenels@gmail.com US
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"rtamayo3@my.smccd.edu" <rtamayo3@my.smccd.edu>

From: "rtamayo3@my.smccd.edu" <rtamayo3@my.smccd.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:27:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Randy Tamayo rtamayo3@my.smccd.edu
CA US
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"bjoeljones1956@att.net" <bjoeljones1956@att.net>

From: "bjoeljones1956@att.net" <bjoeljones1956@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:26:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Byron Jones bjoeljones1956@att.net US
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"egoldman08@gmail.com" <egoldman08@gmail.com>

From: "egoldman08@gmail.com" <egoldman08@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:27:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Emily Baumann egoldman08@gmail.com US
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"angelynng@gmail.com" <angelynng@gmail.com>

From: "angelynng@gmail.com" <angelynng@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:27:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angelynn Grant angelynng@gmail.com US
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"bocaera@comcast.net" <bocaera@comcast.net>

From: "bocaera@comcast.net" <bocaera@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:27:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, ryan R bocaera@comcast.net US
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"paigegreenham34@gmail.com" <paigegreenham34@gmail.com>

From: "paigegreenham34@gmail.com" <paigegreenham34@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:26:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paige Hamilton
paigegreenham34@gmail.com US
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"lbaker95@hotmail.com" <lbaker95@hotmail.com>

From: "lbaker95@hotmail.com" <lbaker95@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:26:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Baker lbaker95@hotmail.com US
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"berrymaj@avoca37.org" <berrymaj@avoca37.org>

From: "berrymaj@avoca37.org" <berrymaj@avoca37.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jean Berryman berrymaj@avoca37.org IL US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"steveinme@gmail.com" <steveinme@gmail.com>

From: "steveinme@gmail.com" <steveinme@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:26:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steve Holden steveinme@gmail.com US
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"kristina@kristinaabbott.com" <kristina@kristinaabbott.com>

From: "kristina@kristinaabbott.com" <kristina@kristinaabbott.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:26:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristina Abbott kristina@kristinaabbott.com
US
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"deargertrude@gmail.com" <deargertrude@gmail.com>

From: "deargertrude@gmail.com" <deargertrude@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:26:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Cole deargertrude@gmail.com US
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"adam@faigen.com" <adam@faigen.com>

From: "adam@faigen.com" <adam@faigen.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:26:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Adam Faigen adam@faigen.com US
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"bcl90@live.com" <bcl90@live.com>

From: "bcl90@live.com" <bcl90@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:26:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bridget Lynch bcl90@live.com US
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"sgilson1960@charter.net" <sgilson1960@charter.net>

From: "sgilson1960@charter.net" <sgilson1960@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:25:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacy Gilson sgilson1960@charter.net US
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"cmintz25@gmail.com" <cmintz25@gmail.com>

From: "cmintz25@gmail.com" <cmintz25@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:25:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christie Mintz cmintz25@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"thomas.w.cranston@gmail.com" <thomas.w.cranston@gmail.com>

From: "thomas.w.cranston@gmail.com"
<thomas.w.cranston@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:25:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Thomas Cranston
thomas.w.cranston@gmail.com US
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"jeripollock@gmail.com" <jeripollock@gmail.com>

From: "jeripollock@gmail.com" <jeripollock@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:24:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, jeri pollock jeripollock@gmail.com US
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"danm41@verizon.net" <danm41@verizon.net>

From: "danm41@verizon.net" <danm41@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:24:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dan Malloy danm41@verizon.net US
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"watson.johnscott@gmail.com" <watson.johnscott@gmail.com>

From: "watson.johnscott@gmail.com" <watson.johnscott@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:24:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Watson watson.johnscott@gmail.com
WI US
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"heinzlisa2@gmail.com" <heinzlisa2@gmail.com>

From: "heinzlisa2@gmail.com" <heinzlisa2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:24:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Heinz heinzlisa2@gmail.com US
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"jrector@brenntag.com" <jrector@brenntag.com>

From: "jrector@brenntag.com" <jrector@brenntag.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:23:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Rector jrector@brenntag.com WI US
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"miellswo@asu.edu" <miellswo@asu.edu>

From: "miellswo@asu.edu" <miellswo@asu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:23:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Morgan Ellsworth miellswo@asu.edu AZ US
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"annibricca@gmail.com" <annibricca@gmail.com>

From: "annibricca@gmail.com" <annibricca@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:23:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Annette Bricca annibricca@gmail.com US
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"ram@catsrule.com" <ram@catsrule.com>

From: "ram@catsrule.com" <ram@catsrule.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:23:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rith Anne Miller ram@catsrule.com US
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"blacklt1vert@gmail.com" <blacklt1vert@gmail.com>

From: "blacklt1vert@gmail.com" <blacklt1vert@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:22:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ashley Jager blacklt1vert@gmail.com US
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"jender@maylorber.com" <jender@maylorber.com>

From: "jender@maylorber.com" <jender@maylorber.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:23:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jill Ender jender@maylorber.com US
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"tena.lester@gmail.com" <tena.lester@gmail.com>

From: "tena.lester@gmail.com" <tena.lester@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:22:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tena Lester tena.lester@gmail.com US
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"hillarytiefer@hotmail.com" <hillarytiefer@hotmail.com>

From: "hillarytiefer@hotmail.com" <hillarytiefer@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:23:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Hillary Tiefer hillarytiefer@hotmail.com OR
US
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"shannon@thepurpleflowercompany.com"
<shannon@thepurpleflowercompany.com>

From: "shannon@thepurpleflowercompany.com"
<shannon@thepurpleflowercompany.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:22:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, shannon ericson
shannon@thepurpleflowercompany.com US
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"ambernights823@gmail.com" <ambernights823@gmail.com>

From: "ambernights823@gmail.com" <ambernights823@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:22:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Clark ambernights823@gmail.com
US
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"staborel@q.com" <staborel@q.com>

From: "staborel@q.com" <staborel@q.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:21:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sylvia Taborelli staborel@q.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"deb@equillibrium.com" <deb@equillibrium.com>

From: "deb@equillibrium.com" <deb@equillibrium.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:21:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Henriksen deb@equillibrium.com
US
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"frank.echelmeyer@bex.net" <frank.echelmeyer@bex.net>

From: "frank.echelmeyer@bex.net" <frank.echelmeyer@bex.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:21:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frank Echelmeyer
frank.echelmeyer@bex.net US
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"jvirnig@partnershipresources.org" <jvirnig@partnershipresources.org>

From: "jvirnig@partnershipresources.org"
<jvirnig@partnershipresources.org>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Virnig
jvirnig@partnershipresources.org US
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"twoponies@att.net" <twoponies@att.net>

From: "twoponies@att.net" <twoponies@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:21:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Lind twoponies@att.net US
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"bradzldy428@hotmail.com" <bradzldy428@hotmail.com>

From: "bradzldy428@hotmail.com" <bradzldy428@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:21:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angela Greene bradzldy428@hotmail.com
US
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"wlohman@support.ucla.edu" <wlohman@support.ucla.edu>

From: "wlohman@support.ucla.edu" <wlohman@support.ucla.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wendy Lohman wlohman@support.ucla.edu
US
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"le4paws.es@gmail.com" <le4paws.es@gmail.com>

From: "le4paws.es@gmail.com" <le4paws.es@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellyn Shafer le4paws.es@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ldayancimadoro@icloud.com" <ldayancimadoro@icloud.com>

From: "ldayancimadoro@icloud.com" <ldayancimadoro@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:20:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lily Dayan Cimadoro
ldayancimadoro@icloud.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lauraszlavin@gmail.com" <lauraszlavin@gmail.com>

From: "lauraszlavin@gmail.com" <lauraszlavin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Szlavin lauraszlavin@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bonbonsalon@gmail.com" <bonbonsalon@gmail.com>

From: "bonbonsalon@gmail.com" <bonbonsalon@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katya Mcknight bonbonsalon@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mickbellini@hotmail.com" <mickbellini@hotmail.com>

From: "mickbellini@hotmail.com" <mickbellini@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:20:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris Pedone mickbellini@hotmail.com CO
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lewnan@rockisland.com" <lewnan@rockisland.com>

From: "lewnan@rockisland.com" <lewnan@rockisland.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:20:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Spaulding lewnan@rockisland.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"woofdog402@comcast.net" <woofdog402@comcast.net>

From: "woofdog402@comcast.net" <woofdog402@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:20:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dee Agos woofdog402@comcast.net US
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"seemeen.karimi@gmail.com" <seemeen.karimi@gmail.com>

From: "seemeen.karimi@gmail.com" <seemeen.karimi@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:20:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Seemeen Karimi
seemeen.karimi@gmail.com US
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"keithneuner@gmail.com" <keithneuner@gmail.com>

From: "keithneuner@gmail.com" <keithneuner@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:20:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Keith Neuner keithneuner@gmail.com US
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"herberterdmenger464@msn.com" <herberterdmenger464@msn.com>

From: "herberterdmenger464@msn.com"
<herberterdmenger464@msn.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:19:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Herbert Erdmenger
herberterdmenger464@msn.com US
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"maryaktay@gmail.com" <maryaktay@gmail.com>

From: "maryaktay@gmail.com" <maryaktay@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:19:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Aktay maryaktay@gmail.com US
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"kahekili@comcast.net" <kahekili@comcast.net>

From: "kahekili@comcast.net" <kahekili@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:19:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Olive Liechty-DePonte kahekili@comcast.net
US
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"cal12-23-42@msn.com" <cal12-23-42@msn.com>

From: "cal12-23-42@msn.com" <cal12-23-42@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:19:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, carole licciardone cal12-23-42@msn.com US
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"mjpawelko@hotmail.com" <mjpawelko@hotmail.com>

From: "mjpawelko@hotmail.com" <mjpawelko@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:18:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Pawelko mjpawelko@hotmail.com ID
US
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"catsnhawks4me@msn.com" <catsnhawks4me@msn.com>

From: "catsnhawks4me@msn.com" <catsnhawks4me@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:19:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Burbank catsnhawks4me@msn.com
US
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"susand102@charter.net" <susand102@charter.net>

From: "susand102@charter.net" <susand102@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:19:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Davidson susand102@charter.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jholley@capoc.org" <jholley@capoc.org>

From: "jholley@capoc.org" <jholley@capoc.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:18:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janice Holley jholley@capoc.org US
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"pennysur@gmail.com" <pennysur@gmail.com>

From: "pennysur@gmail.com" <pennysur@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:18:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Penny Sur pennysur@gmail.com US
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"maestro71@verizon.net" <maestro71@verizon.net>

From: "maestro71@verizon.net" <maestro71@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:18:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Cimino maestro71@verizon.net US
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"keen.michelle@gmail.com" <keen.michelle@gmail.com>

From: "keen.michelle@gmail.com" <keen.michelle@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:17:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Keen keen.michelle@gmail.com US
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"pthompson613@hotmail.com" <pthompson613@hotmail.com>

From: "pthompson613@hotmail.com" <pthompson613@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:17:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, PAMELA WINBERRY-THOMPSON
pthompson613@hotmail.com US
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"cdshavelka@hotmail.com" <cdshavelka@hotmail.com>

From: "cdshavelka@hotmail.com" <cdshavelka@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:17:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carole Shurtz Havelka
cdshavelka@hotmail.com US
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"jcontro@mayerbrown.com" <jcontro@mayerbrown.com>

From: "jcontro@mayerbrown.com" <jcontro@mayerbrown.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:18:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Contro jcontro@mayerbrown.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"blandau11@gmail.com" <blandau11@gmail.com>

From: "blandau11@gmail.com" <blandau11@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:17:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brooke Landau blandau11@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"naomi.lunaflower@gmail.com" <naomi.lunaflower@gmail.com>

From: "naomi.lunaflower@gmail.com" <naomi.lunaflower@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:17:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Naomi Taniguchi
naomi.lunaflower@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"davewilson53@hotmail.com" <davewilson53@hotmail.com>

From: "davewilson53@hotmail.com" <davewilson53@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:17:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, david wilson davewilson53@hotmail.com US
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"cloudninesterling@hotmail.com" <cloudninesterling@hotmail.com>

From: "cloudninesterling@hotmail.com"
<cloudninesterling@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:17:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary J Pruim cloudninesterling@hotmail.com
US
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"gosiaporwit@gmail.com" <gosiaporwit@gmail.com>

From: "gosiaporwit@gmail.com" <gosiaporwit@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:16:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gosia Porwit gosiaporwit@gmail.com US
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"eveyjones@gmail.com" <eveyjones@gmail.com>

From: "eveyjones@gmail.com" <eveyjones@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:16:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, evey jones eveyjones@gmail.com US
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"elizabeth.macneil@comcast.net" <elizabeth.macneil@comcast.net>

From: "elizabeth.macneil@comcast.net"
<elizabeth.macneil@comcast.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:16:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth MacNeil
elizabeth.macneil@comcast.net PA US
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"andie.s.kramer@gmail.com" <andie.s.kramer@gmail.com>

From: "andie.s.kramer@gmail.com" <andie.s.kramer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:16:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrea Kramer andie.s.kramer@gmail.com
US
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"ssosiak1@gmail.com" <ssosiak1@gmail.com>

From: "ssosiak1@gmail.com" <ssosiak1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:15:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Sosiak ssosiak1@gmail.com US
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"tparkhurst@hotmail.com" <tparkhurst@hotmail.com>

From: "tparkhurst@hotmail.com" <tparkhurst@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:16:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry Parkhurst tparkhurst@hotmail.com WA
US
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"ddoig3904@gmail.com" <ddoig3904@gmail.com>

From: "ddoig3904@gmail.com" <ddoig3904@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:15:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dona Doig ddoig3904@gmail.com WI US
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"everett619@hotmail.com" <everett619@hotmail.com>

From: "everett619@hotmail.com" <everett619@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karla Everett everett619@hotmail.com US
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"deevynyl@hotmail.com" <deevynyl@hotmail.com>

From: "deevynyl@hotmail.com" <deevynyl@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dee Weber deevynyl@hotmail.com US
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"sadiemonster@earthlink.net" <sadiemonster@earthlink.net>

From: "sadiemonster@earthlink.net" <sadiemonster@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:15:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Damiana Hook sadiemonster@earthlink.net
US
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"stevekasper@hotmail.com" <stevekasper@hotmail.com>

From: "stevekasper@hotmail.com" <stevekasper@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:16:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steve Kasper stevekasper@hotmail.com US
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Maggie Funkhouser <mmfunkhouser@yahoo.com>

From: Maggie Funkhouser <mmfunkhouser@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:16:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Elephant and Lion Trophy Ban

Dear Mr Winchell,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

A few years ago I had the opportunity to travel to South Africa and Botswana, where I saw hundreds of
wild elephants and lions living in their natural habitats, enjoying life as you and I are permitted to do. Not
only do these sentient beings deserve the basic right to life without suffering and being hunted, butthese
beautiful animals provide millions of dollars in revenue to African countries through the tourist industry.
Tourism brings in BIG bucks for these under-privileged countries, and to lift a ban on importing elephant
and lion trophies would have devastating consequences on local economies....because these endangered
animals would surely go extinct.

Over 80% of Americans OPPOSE lifting this ban and wasting tax money to promote such a deadly and
destructive industry.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Maggie
 
Maggie M. Funkhouser

"Be the change you wish to see in the world." ~Ghandi
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Peri Gallucci <perigallucci@gmail.com>

From: Peri Gallucci <perigallucci@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:16:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council - OPPOSED

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Peri Gallucci
District Leader Volunteer
Washington Congressional District 8
perigallucci@gmail.com
t 509.630.9573
humanesociety.org

 

 

http://humanesociety.org/
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"emilyrcn81@gmail.com" <emilyrcn81@gmail.com>

From: "emilyrcn81@gmail.com" <emilyrcn81@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:15:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Emily Cummings-Nelson
emilyrcn81@gmail.com NY US
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"honeydelrio@gmail.com" <honeydelrio@gmail.com>

From: "honeydelrio@gmail.com" <honeydelrio@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:15:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Donaghy honeydelrio@gmail.com US
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"glick.sandy@gmail.com" <glick.sandy@gmail.com>

From: "glick.sandy@gmail.com" <glick.sandy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:15:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Glick glick.sandy@gmail.com US
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"janet29018@gmail.com" <janet29018@gmail.com>

From: "janet29018@gmail.com" <janet29018@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:14:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Maker janet29018@gmail.com US
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"bshroff51@gmail.com" <bshroff51@gmail.com>

From: "bshroff51@gmail.com" <bshroff51@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:15:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beheroze Shroff bshroff51@gmail.com US
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"slharper788@gmail.com" <slharper788@gmail.com>

From: "slharper788@gmail.com" <slharper788@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:14:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephany Haesaert slharper788@gmail.com
NY US
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"abosco@shaw.ca" <abosco@shaw.ca>

From: "abosco@shaw.ca" <abosco@shaw.ca>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:14:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alessandra Bosco abosco@shaw.ca CA
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dianekarsch@gmail.com" <dianekarsch@gmail.com>

From: "dianekarsch@gmail.com" <dianekarsch@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:13:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Karsch dianekarsch@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"momorris@morris-morris.com" <momorris@morris-morris.com>

From: "momorris@morris-morris.com" <momorris@morris-morris.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:14:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Morris momorris@morris-morris.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"1c9e461a@opayq.com" <1c9e461a@opayq.com>

From: "1c9e461a@opayq.com" <1c9e461a@opayq.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:12:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Cimino 1c9e461a@opayq.com US
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"harrymccudden@gmail.com" <harrymccudden@gmail.com>

From: "harrymccudden@gmail.com" <harrymccudden@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:14:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Harry Mccudden harrymccudden@gmail.com
GB
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"mustangmarti@juno.com" <mustangmarti@juno.com>

From: "mustangmarti@juno.com" <mustangmarti@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:13:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marta Francis mustangmarti@juno.com US



Conversation Contents
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"staceydwright@hotmail.com" <staceydwright@hotmail.com>

From: "staceydwright@hotmail.com" <staceydwright@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:13:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacey Wright staceydwright@hotmail.com
US
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"heide.pratt@bannerhealth.com" <heide.pratt@bannerhealth.com>

From: "heide.pratt@bannerhealth.com"
<heide.pratt@bannerhealth.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:13:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heide Pratt heide.pratt@bannerhealth.com
US
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"rhondafung@cox.net" <rhondafung@cox.net>

From: "rhondafung@cox.net" <rhondafung@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:13:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Griffin rhondafung@cox.net US
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"jmwilcox1@mac.com" <jmwilcox1@mac.com>

From: "jmwilcox1@mac.com" <jmwilcox1@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:12:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Wilcox jmwilcox1@mac.com US
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"apgconsulting@hotmail.com" <apgconsulting@hotmail.com>

From: "apgconsulting@hotmail.com" <apgconsulting@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:11:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, angelika pfutzner
apgconsulting@hotmail.com US
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"keli.myers12@gmail.com" <keli.myers12@gmail.com>

From: "keli.myers12@gmail.com" <keli.myers12@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:11:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Keli Myers keli.myers12@gmail.com US
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"msfitgemini@gmail.com" <msfitgemini@gmail.com>

From: "msfitgemini@gmail.com" <msfitgemini@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:12:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Misty Mills msfitgemini@gmail.com TX US
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"alwayzontop50@msn.com" <alwayzontop50@msn.com>

From: "alwayzontop50@msn.com" <alwayzontop50@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:12:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jason Caramico alwayzontop50@msn.com
NY US
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"caryprovol@gmail.com" <caryprovol@gmail.com>

From: "caryprovol@gmail.com" <caryprovol@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:12:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cary Provol caryprovol@gmail.com US
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"sasmithson@hotmail.com" <sasmithson@hotmail.com>

From: "sasmithson@hotmail.com" <sasmithson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shirley Smithson sasmithson@hotmail.com
US
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"pec@beyondtheblues.com" <pec@beyondtheblues.com>

From: "pec@beyondtheblues.com" <pec@beyondtheblues.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pec "Indman Edd, Mft"
pec@beyondtheblues.com CA US
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"deb@discoverforce5.com" <deb@discoverforce5.com>

From: "deb@discoverforce5.com" <deb@discoverforce5.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:12:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deb DeFreeuw deb@discoverforce5.com US
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"kjshell@gmail.com" <kjshell@gmail.com>

From: "kjshell@gmail.com" <kjshell@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:11:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Shell kjshell@gmail.com US
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"lwgrith@comcast.net" <lwgrith@comcast.net>

From: "lwgrith@comcast.net" <lwgrith@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:11:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lillian Wade lwgrith@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jpk4feb@hotmail.com" <jpk4feb@hotmail.com>

From: "jpk4feb@hotmail.com" <jpk4feb@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:11:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jolyne Kane jpk4feb@hotmail.com US
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"oregonmjf@hotmail.com" <oregonmjf@hotmail.com>

From: "oregonmjf@hotmail.com" <oregonmjf@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:10:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, mELANIE fEDER oregonmjf@hotmail.com
US
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"dashporter5@gmail.com" <dashporter5@gmail.com>

From: "dashporter5@gmail.com" <dashporter5@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:10:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dash Porter dashporter5@gmail.com US
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"robthegeek42@gmail.com" <robthegeek42@gmail.com>

From: "robthegeek42@gmail.com" <robthegeek42@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:10:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rob Goodman robthegeek42@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ss@vcasa.net" <ss@vcasa.net>

From: "ss@vcasa.net" <ss@vcasa.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:09:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steven Slater ss@vcasa.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jdpiper1@msn.com" <jdpiper1@msn.com>

From: "jdpiper1@msn.com" <jdpiper1@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:10:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jonathan Piper jdpiper1@msn.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gabkat@gmail.com" <gabkat@gmail.com>

From: "gabkat@gmail.com" <gabkat@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:08:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gabriele Libbey gabkat@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mail@danaknutson.com" <mail@danaknutson.com>

From: "mail@danaknutson.com" <mail@danaknutson.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:08:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dana Knutson mail@danaknutson.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"berrymaj@avoca.k12.il.us" <berrymaj@avoca.k12.il.us>

From: "berrymaj@avoca.k12.il.us" <berrymaj@avoca.k12.il.us>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:07:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jean Beryman berrymaj@avoca.k12.il.us IL
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lav04@health.state.ny.us" <lav04@health.state.ny.us>

From: "lav04@health.state.ny.us" <lav04@health.state.ny.us>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:08:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, lori vartigian lav04@health.state.ny.us US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"knauerhelen@att.net" <knauerhelen@att.net>

From: "knauerhelen@att.net" <knauerhelen@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:07:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helen Knauer knauerhelen@att.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"connienoth@me.com" <connienoth@me.com>

From: "connienoth@me.com" <connienoth@me.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:07:36 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I

am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as

announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-

N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is

brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of

foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of

conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that

live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is

making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when

at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated

results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife

populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be

on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals,

not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial.

The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with

extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting

Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species.

Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting

endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife

conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,

moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species

protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small

have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of

the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo

lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving

international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the

trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory

duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time

to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council

truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Nothwang

connienoth@me.com US



Conversation Contents

You listening?

Louise <louisegray1@yahoo.com>

From: Louise <louisegray1@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:06:52 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: You listening?

Dear Sir, Is the fate of Lions and other Wildlife already sealed by "trophy hunters" who "enjoy"

death Or are you a caring and fairly reasonable person? I hope you are a caring person.

Sincerely, Ms. Gray and Family
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"callbritton@lafayettegov.net" <callbritton@lafayettegov.net>

From: "callbritton@lafayettegov.net" <callbritton@lafayettegov.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:06:34 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I

am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as

announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-

N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is

brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of

foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of

conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that

live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is

making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when

at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated

results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife

populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be

on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals,

not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial.

The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with

extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting

Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species.

Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting

endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife

conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,

moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species

protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small

have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of

the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo

lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving

international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the

trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory

duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time

to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council

truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carlene Allbritton

callbritton@lafayettegov.net LA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nnocera@ucfsd.net" <nnocera@ucfsd.net>

From: "nnocera@ucfsd.net" <nnocera@ucfsd.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:05:46 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I

am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as

announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-

N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is

brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of

foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of

conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that

live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is

making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when

at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated

results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife

populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be

on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals,

not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial.

The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with

extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting

Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species.

Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting

endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife

conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,

moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species

protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small

have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of

the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo

lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving

international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the

trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory

duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time

to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council

truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Noelle Nocera

nnocera@ucfsd.net US
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concern

<wylderich@cox.net>

From: <wylderich@cox.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:03:52 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: concern

Dear Mr. Winchell,
 
As a taxpaying citizen, I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of
the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give
trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making.
The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and
endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
 
Sincerely,
Annoula Myers
Las Vegas, NV
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dianneandron@earthlink.net" <dianneandron@earthlink.net>

From: "dianneandron@earthlink.net" <dianneandron@earthlink.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:02:11 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I

am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as

announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-

N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is

brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of

foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of

conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that

live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is

making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when

at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated

results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife

populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be

on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals,

not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial.

The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with

extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting

Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species.

Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting

endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife

conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,

moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species

protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small

have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of

the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo

lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving

international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the

trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory

duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time

to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council

truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ron S.

dianneandron@earthlink.net CA US
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Trophy Hunting

Sara Boerboon - Elite Photography <sara@elitephotographs.com>

From: Sara Boerboon - Elite Photography <sara@elitephotographs.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:57:53 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Trophy Hunting

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more

prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy

hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department

should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department

on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you for your help in fighting the cruel and unsustainable trophy industry! And thank you

for all you do for animals!

Sara Boerboon - District Leader

Humane Society of the United States

612-386-4802
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vanessak@comcast.net" <vanessak@comcast.net>

From: "vanessak@comcast.net" <vanessak@comcast.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:55:29 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I

am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as

announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-

N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is

brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of

foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of

conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that

live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is

making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when

at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated

results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife

populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be

on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals,

not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial.

The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with

extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting

Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species.

Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting

endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife

conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,

moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species

protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small

have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of

the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo

lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving

international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the

trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory

duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time

to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council

truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vanessa Kong

vanessak@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"caroljcostello@gmail.com" <caroljcostello@gmail.com>

From: "caroljcostello@gmail.com" <caroljcostello@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:54:40 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I

am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as

announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-

N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is

brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of

foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of

conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that

live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is

making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when

at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated

results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife

populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be

on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals,

not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial.

The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with

extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting

Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species.

Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting

endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife

conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,

moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species

protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small

have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of

the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo

lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving

international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the

trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory

duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time

to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council

truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Costello

caroljcostello@gmail.com US
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Timely opposition

Angie Stewart Goka <theawesomeroad@gmail.com>

From: Angie Stewart Goka <theawesomeroad@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:54:52 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Timely opposition

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more

prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy

hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department

should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department

on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you for your attention to this timely matter.

Angela Stewart Goka
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mubarak0512@hotmail.com" <mubarak0512@hotmail.com>

From: "mubarak0512@hotmail.com" <mubarak0512@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:53:56 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I

am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as

announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-

N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is

brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of

foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of

conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that

live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is

making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when

at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated

results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife

populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be

on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals,

not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial.

The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with

extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting

Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species.

Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting

endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife

conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,

moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species

protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small

have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of

the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo

lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving

international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the

trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory

duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time

to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council

truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ibn-Umar Abbasparker

mubarak0512@hotmail.com NJ US



Conversation Contents

Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tykarmu@gmail.com" <tykarmu@gmail.com>

From: "tykarmu@gmail.com" <tykarmu@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:52:59 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I

am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as

announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-

N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is

brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of

foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of

conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that

live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is

making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when

at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated

results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife

populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be

on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals,

not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial.

The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with

extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting

Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species.

Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting

endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife

conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,

moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species

protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small

have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of

the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo

lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving

international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the

trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory

duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time

to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council

truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lauren Mandy

tykarmu@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"formandi@care2.com" <formandi@care2.com>

From: "formandi@care2.com" <formandi@care2.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:51:21 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I

am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as

announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-

N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is

brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of

foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of

conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that

live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is

making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when

at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated

results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife

populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be

on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals,

not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial.

The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with

extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting

Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species.

Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting

endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife

conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,

moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species

protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small

have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of

the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo

lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving

international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the

trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory

duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time

to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council

truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, mandi T

formandi@care2.com CA US



Conversation Contents

Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Debra DeFurio <ddefurio@travelers.com>

From: Debra DeFurio <ddefurio@travelers.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:50:29 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Debra DeFurio 239 Reidy Hill Road

Hebron, CT 0.6248

Debra DeFurio <ddefurio@travelers.com>

From: Debra DeFurio <ddefurio@travelers.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:50:51 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Debra DeFurio 239 Reidy Hill Road

Hebron, CT 0.6248
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

P Marks <mitails@earthlink.net>

From: P Marks <mitails@earthlink.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:30:11 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms P Marks P,O. Box 0494 Brooklyn, NY

11209 646-872-1519
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Neumann <NancyNeumann@t-online.de>

From: Nancy Neumann <NancyNeumann@t-online.de>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:49:47 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. Nancy Neumann Graugasse 1 Zornheim,

GERMANY, ot 55270 011-49-6136-45103

Nancy Neumann <NancyNeumann@t-online.de>

From: Nancy Neumann <NancyNeumann@t-online.de>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:49:47 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. Nancy Neumann Graugasse 1 Zornheim,

GERMANY, ot 55270 011-49-6136-45103
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"beckiewood@verizon.net" <beckiewood@verizon.net>

From: "beckiewood@verizon.net" <beckiewood@verizon.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:49:26 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I

am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as

announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-

N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is

brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of

foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of

conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that

live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is

making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when

at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated

results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife

populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be

on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals,

not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial.

The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with

extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting

Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species.

Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting

endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife

conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,

moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species

protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small

have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of

the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo

lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving

international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the

trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory

duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time

to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council

truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, beckie wood

beckiewood@verizon.net US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

shana Smith <epicriskinc@gmail.com>

From: shana Smith <epicriskinc@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:49:04 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. shana Smith 305 Cold Spring Road

Liberty Sullivan Cou, NY 12754 8457019944
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Heather Tachna <heather.tachna@lmco.com>

From: Heather Tachna <heather.tachna@lmco.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:29:27 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Heather Tachna 7410 Dairy Ranch Rd Co.

Springs, CO 80919
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Daveda Howe <dee4@davenportandco.com>

From: Daveda Howe <dee4@davenportandco.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:48:59 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Daveda Howe Bowdoin St Springfield, MA

01109 413-781-6746
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jasmine Braswell <braswell11@gmail.com>

From: Jasmine Braswell <braswell11@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:48:56 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Jasmine Braswell 348 Los Alamos Drive San

Diego, CA 92114
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bernadette Stamm <furballgirl5@hotmail.com>

From: Bernadette Stamm <furballgirl5@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:48:16 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. Bernadette Stamm 10 Anne Street

Ellenville, NY 12428 8456473114
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

simon millheiser <simonjames075@gmail.com>

From: simon millheiser <simonjames075@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:47:44 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mr simon millheiser po box 293 napanoch,

NY 12458 8457011861
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mesut subasi <mesutsb@gmail.com>

From: Mesut subasi <mesutsb@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:47:52 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Bay Mesut subasi İçerenköy, Kayışdağı Yolu

Cad. Naz Apt. 68/A D:1, Ataşehir/İstan istanbul, CT 34752 5334223351
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Judi Oswald <oswaldrj@gmail.com>

From: Judi Oswald <oswaldrj@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:46:56 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. Judi Oswald 3640 3rd Ave Grant-

Valkaria, FL 32950 321-872-5621
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ann Cohen <acohen47@charter.net>

From: Ann Cohen <acohen47@charter.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:46:08 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ann Cohen 20 Inwood Rd Auburn, MA 01501

508-832-4454
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"Hearst, Amanda R" <ARHearst@hearst.com>

From: "Hearst, Amanda R" <ARHearst@hearst.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:45:53 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:

Dear Joshua, I wanted to let how know that I'm opposed to the Department of Interior's

announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The Council

will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-

making. The science is CLEAR that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of endangered

species. The Department shouldn't waste taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with

advising the Department to promote this deadly industry. Fondly, Amanda Hearst Executive

Board Member, HSUS
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Chiara Tironi <hmchiara.tironi@gmail.com>

From: Chiara Tironi <hmchiara.tironi@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:45:14 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Chiara Tironi Viale Mugello 7 Milano, ot

20137
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Juanita Breding <jlbreding@gmail.com>

From: Juanita Breding <jlbreding@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:25:17 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Juanita Breding 25173 Vaughn Rd. Veneta,

OR 97487 5415102656



Conversation Contents

Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sherry Ochoa-Rounkles <sherryo8@msn.com>

From: Sherry Ochoa-Rounkles <sherryo8@msn.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:45:17 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Sherry Ochoa-Rounkles 7289 Tara Dr. Villa

Rica, GA 30180
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kim Fox <kfoxtoo@gmail.com>

From: Kim Fox <kfoxtoo@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:25:00 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Kim Fox 1410 Palisades Ct Coralville, IA

52241
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Eleanor Gemmell <egemmell65@gmail.com>

From: Eleanor Gemmell <egemmell65@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:44:37 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Miss Eleanor Gemmell Highholm Glasgow, ot

Pa145hj
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"C.K. Nuetzie Jasiorkowski" <nuetzie@gmail.com>

From: "C.K. Nuetzie Jasiorkowski" <nuetzie@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:24:40 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms C.K. Nuetzie Jasiorkowski 6586 Camino

Venturoso Goleta, CA 93117 8059674725
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pete2010@gmail.com" <pete2010@gmail.com>

From: "pete2010@gmail.com" <pete2010@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:44:31 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I

am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as

announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-

N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is

brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of

foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of

conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that

live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is

making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when

at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated

results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife

populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be

on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals,

not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial.

The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with

extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting

Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species.

Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting

endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife

conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,

moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species

protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small

have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of

the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo

lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving

international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the

trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory

duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time

to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council

truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pete Peterson

pete2010@gmail.com US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Steph Spencer <poppyspencer@gmail.com>

From: Steph Spencer <poppyspencer@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:44:14 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Steph Spencer 113 nw minnesota Bend,

OR 97703 5412317614
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Wendy Ysasi <wendy.ysasi@ysasi.com>

From: Wendy Ysasi <wendy.ysasi@ysasi.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:43:01 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Wendy Ysasi 117 E LOUISA ST # 117

Seattle, WA 98102 6023193344

Wendy Ysasi <wendy.ysasi@ysasi.com>

From: Wendy Ysasi <wendy.ysasi@ysasi.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:43:52 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Wendy Ysasi 117 E LOUISA ST # 117

Seattle, WA 98102 6023193344
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Meggi Stürmer" <britin4ever@t-online.de>

From: "Meggi Stürmer" <britin4ever@t-online.de>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:43:50 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. Meggi Stürmer Lukasstr. 4 Elsenfeld, ot

63820
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jeanine Greene <jeaninegreene@gmail.com>

From: Jeanine Greene <jeaninegreene@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:23:44 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. If trophy hunting actually helped conserve animals then these

animals would not be on the brink of extinction. Another spin by the killing trophy hunters

who kill just to kill to make them feel like big men or women. Zimbabwe has mega bucks

from trophy hunting and from ripping elephant family's apart selling baby elephants to rich

Chinese for their amusement. Thus far with all the money no conservation effort. Where does

the money go? Again NRA and trophy hunters are wrong. NRA and trophy hunters should hunt

each other and hang their heads on their fuc*ing wall as decoration showing what great men

they are. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to

push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting

threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge

the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound

conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Jeanine Greene 2660 W Catalina View Dr. Tucson, AZ

85742 5209060176
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christina Crocket <CNCrocket@law.cwsl.edu>

From: Christina Crocket <CNCrocket@law.cwsl.edu>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:43:14 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Christina Crocket 6245 Stanley Ave. Unit

A San Diego, CA 92115 8053407379
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International wildlife conservation council

Deanine Mulpagano <info@indigomoonoutlet.com>

From: Deanine Mulpagano <info@indigomoonoutlet.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:43:01 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: International wildlife conservation council

I am contacting you to let you know that I am opposed to the department of interior's announcement of
the creation of the international wildlife conservation council. Trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The department shouldn't waste taxpayer's money
to form a council that will promote this outrageous industry.  
Deanine Mulpagano

Get Outlook for Android

https://aka.ms/ghei36
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kay Linder <kaylinder6@gmail.com>

From: Kay Linder <kaylinder6@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:42:50 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, ms Kay Linder 2105 Sage Dr Fort Collins, CO

80524 (970) 224-4232
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathy Harrop <kathleenmayharrop@gmail.com>

From: Kathy Harrop <kathleenmayharrop@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:42:25 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. Kathy Harrop 6 Dene Villas Chester Le

Street, ot DH3 3LU
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Tracystiff71@gmail.com" <Tracystiff71@gmail.com>

From: "Tracystiff71@gmail.com" <Tracystiff71@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:42:28 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I

am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as

announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-

N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is

brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of

foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of

conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that

live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is

making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when

at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated

results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife

populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be

on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals,

not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial.

The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with

extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting

Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species.

Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting

endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife

conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,

moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species

protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small

have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of

the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo

lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving

international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the

trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory

duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time

to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council

truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Stiff

Tracystiff71@gmail.com US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gary Simpson <gary.simpson0000@gmail.com>

From: Gary Simpson <gary.simpson0000@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:21:55 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mr. Gary Simpson 102 Ash Road Aldershot,

MN 55555
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dory Dallugge <dory.dallugge@gmail.com>

From: Dory Dallugge <dory.dallugge@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:41:53 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Miss Dory Dallugge 10703 N MacArthur Blvd

Apt A Irving, TX 75063 5628795099
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Soledad O'Farrell" <stanfield65@gmail.com>

From: "Soledad O'Farrell" <stanfield65@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:41:22 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Soledad O'Farrell Alicia Moreau de Justo

1960 Buenos Aires, ot 1107
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anna Rivard <arivard@scu.edu>

From: Anna Rivard <arivard@scu.edu>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:40:40 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Anna Rivard 730 N 2nd St San Jose, CA 95112

5106044745
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elizabeth Jarnot <Jarnote@my.canisius.edu>

From: Elizabeth Jarnot <Jarnote@my.canisius.edu>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:40:18 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Elizabeth Jarnot 6059 Clinton st Bergen, NY

14416



Conversation Contents

Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cindy Bassham <cbassham@hotmail.com>

From: Cindy Bassham <cbassham@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:20:31 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Cindy Bassham 2012 Sandy Trail

Richardson, TX 75080 2143733761
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

MaryJo Luu <Maryjoluu@comcast.net>

From: MaryJo Luu <Maryjoluu@comcast.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:20:11 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. MaryJo Luu 129 N Warbler Ln Sarasota,

FL 34236 9419556810
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

P TURICK <pturick@warpmail.net>

From: P TURICK <pturick@warpmail.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:19:42 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs P TURICK 101 Main Road Westport, MA

02790
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rob Lozon <rob_lozon@hotmail.com>

From: Rob Lozon <rob_lozon@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:39:42 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mr Rob Lozon 1506 Raspberry Ln. Flint, MI

48507 810-238-0923
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ellen Wilson <ellew116@gmail.com>

From: Ellen Wilson <ellew116@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:39:01 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. Ellen Wilson 629 W Ellet St.

Philadelphia, PA 19119
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Todd Horvatich <Spikit123@gmail.com>

From: Todd Horvatich <Spikit123@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:38:46 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mr Todd Horvatich 3700 Beacon Avenue 450

Fremont, CA 94538 4089215879
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michael Evans <evansmikey@hotmail.com>

From: Michael Evans <evansmikey@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:18:14 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, 1979 Michael Evans 1386 E. Spring Lane D

Holladay, UT 84117 8083477247
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cheryl Lauro <Cheryl@scpinc.net>

From: Cheryl Lauro <Cheryl@scpinc.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:17:50 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Cheryl Lauro 3 Livermore Rd Boxford, MA

01921
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STOP the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council - NOW!!!

Melissa Polick <mpolick415@icloud.com>

From: Melissa Polick <mpolick415@icloud.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:37:27 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
STOP the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council - NOW!!!

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. Melissa Polick 280 Loring Ave Mill

Valley, CA 94941 4153809915
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Catherine Hummel <catherine.hummel@gmail.com>

From: Catherine Hummel <catherine.hummel@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:16:50 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Catherine Hummel 1401 Oak Crest Ave

SOUTH PASADENA, CA 91030 6263720952
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

christine amoretti <chrisamoretti@gmail.com>

From: christine amoretti <chrisamoretti@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:36:52 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. christine amoretti Avenida Venâncio

Aires, 1092/31 Porto Alegre, ot 90040-192
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lorraine Luebben <topcat1027@safe-mail.net>

From: Lorraine Luebben <topcat1027@safe-mail.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to

the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer

dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel

of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does

not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the

hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of

wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a

whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to

promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Lorraine Luebben 1934 N. Harriman St.

Appleton, WI 54911 920-731-2021



Conversation Contents

Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lpicciano@bellsouth.net" <lpicciano@bellsouth.net>

From: "lpicciano@bellsouth.net" <lpicciano@bellsouth.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:35:09 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I

am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as

announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-

N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is

brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of

foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of

conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that

live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is

making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when

at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated

results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife

populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be

on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals,

not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial.

The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with

extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting

Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species.

Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting

endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife

conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,

moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species

protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small

have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of

the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo

lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving

international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the

trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory

duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time

to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council

truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leah Picciano

lpicciano@bellsouth.net FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"msmcwhirr1@verizon.net" <msmcwhirr1@verizon.net>

From: "msmcwhirr1@verizon.net" <msmcwhirr1@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:34:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matthew McWhirr msmcwhirr1@verizon.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jahika_127@hotmail.com" <jahika_127@hotmail.com>

From: "jahika_127@hotmail.com" <jahika_127@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:34:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Benning jahika_127@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"slamdek@hotmail.com" <slamdek@hotmail.com>

From: "slamdek@hotmail.com" <slamdek@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:34:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Scott slamdek@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"holly.qualls.hq@gmail.com" <holly.qualls.hq@gmail.com>

From: "holly.qualls.hq@gmail.com" <holly.qualls.hq@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:32:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Holly Qualls holly.qualls.hq@gmail.com KY
US
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International Wildlife Conservation Council is an insult and waste of money

Monica Lanctot <monicalanctot@hotmail.com>

From: Monica Lanctot <monicalanctot@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:31:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council is an insult and waste
of money

Only if it addresses wildlife conservation and protection issues do I support the Department of the
Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. As I
understand, the council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting
taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this
deadly industry.  If it is formed, it should be called the International Wildlife Extinction Council,
with the goal of killing off species whose heads can hang on someone’s wall.  Couldn’t we get
animal robots to provide the thrill of the chase?

 
Leslie Walker
233 Urban Prairie St
Fort Collins, CO  80524
 

Virus-free. www.avast.com
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NO to an Intl Wildlife Conservation Council

Beverlee Loat <bevloat@gmail.com>

From: Beverlee Loat <bevloat@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:28:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: NO to an Intl Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell:
 
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making.
 
The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered
species.
 
The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising
the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
 
Sincerely,
Beverlee Loat
Goodyear, AZ
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Comment: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ashley Ihrke <twinsgirl33@gmail.com>

From: Ashley Ihrke <twinsgirl33@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:27:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Comment: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hello, Mr. Joshua Winchell, 

This email is in regards to the notice comment period of the plan to establish an International Wildlife
Conservation Council.  My direct comments are stated in the next paragraph.  

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you, 

Ashley Ihrke
Clarksville, TN 37043 
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Opposed to Department of the Interior's Announcement 11-21

Megan Smith <cupomeg@gmail.com>

From: Megan Smith <cupomeg@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:24:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposed to Department of the Interior's Announcement 11-21

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Sincerely,
Megan Smith
Branson, MO
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kdahle@smhall.org" <kdahle@smhall.org>

From: "kdahle@smhall.org" <kdahle@smhall.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:23:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kay Dahle kdahle@smhall.org US
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The International Wildlife Conservation Council

Grace Vitale <gvitale@kw.com>

From: Grace Vitale <gvitale@kw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:20:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: The International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr Winchell,

I am deeply opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making. It is incredibly disturbing to me that my tax dollars would be
used to help an inhumane few lay waste to animals that I cherish and  belong to all Americans, not just the
few who thinks if fun to kill them and use their body parts as trophies.  This is NOT okay with me.  On
top of that, wiping out any species of animal creates an imbalance in the ecological environment.  I want
to keep these animals alive and on this planet, that your proposal would wipe out, for future generations to
appreciate and enjoy. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened
and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked
with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

I am watching, and I vote. 

Respectfully,
Grace Vitale

Your Best Resource When Moving Matters
Keller Williams Greater Cleveland Southeast
CORT Destination Services Consultant
www.Graces-Places.com
440-667-9806
Download my free mobile property search app. http://app.kw.com?kw1ensy0t

Whether you are selling or buying, 
I look forward to helping you with all your real estate needs.  

This email is not an offer, counteroffer, or acceptance until the parties execute all contracts and/or addenda.
The terms contained in this message shall not be deemed an offer, counteroffer,

or acceptance until all parties have executed all contracts and/or addenda.

http://www.graces-places.com/
http://app.kw.com/?kw1ensy0t
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"princess03@gmx.com" <princess03@gmx.com>

From: "princess03@gmx.com" <princess03@gmx.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:14:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, mena viana princess03@gmx.com GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jacklou77@gmail.com" <jacklou77@gmail.com>

From: "jacklou77@gmail.com" <jacklou77@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:13:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, J Bocchino jacklou77@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kitbien@hotmail.com" <kitbien@hotmail.com>

From: "kitbien@hotmail.com" <kitbien@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:13:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathryn Bienemann kitbien@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sginnan@medalase.com" <sginnan@medalase.com>

From: "sginnan@medalase.com" <sginnan@medalase.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:08:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shannon Ginnan sginnan@medalase.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"droors.no.43@gmail.com" <droors.no.43@gmail.com>

From: "droors.no.43@gmail.com" <droors.no.43@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:08:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Seth Picker droors.no.43@gmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"doryruth2@gmail.com" <doryruth2@gmail.com>

From: "doryruth2@gmail.com" <doryruth2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:03:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruth Williams doryruth2@gmail.com VA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"garydorau@gmail.com" <garydorau@gmail.com>

From: "garydorau@gmail.com" <garydorau@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:03:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gary Dorau garydorau@gmail.com US
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Opposition to the formation of the IWCC

Amy Heinichen Liss <ahliss2@gmail.com>

From: Amy Heinichen Liss <ahliss2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:02:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposition to the formation of the IWCC

Dear Mr. Winchell,
I am vehemently opposed to the formation the International Wildlife Conservation Council, especially a council that is
populated by hunters who are active in the sport, firearms and ammunition manufactures and the tourism industry
promoting hunting.  
I ask that this council not be formed.
Sincerely,
Amy Heinichen Liss
Minneapolis, MN
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Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Catherine Tissot <tissotc@hotmail.com>

From: Catherine Tissot <tissotc@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joshua Winchell
USFWS, National Wildlife Refuge System
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041–3803
joshua_winchell@fws.gov
RE: FWS–HQ–R–2017–N118; FXGO1664091HCC0–FF09D00000–178
USFWS /DOI consideration of International Wildlife Conservation Council
Dear Mr. Winchell:
I write in opposition to the use of US taxpayer funds to establish a proposed “International
Wildlife Conservation Council” to promote and advise the federal government on the “benefits”
of trophy hunting.
The US is the world’s largest trophy importer, yet it has failed to protect species against the
escalating threats to their survival. Indeed, many have suffered staggering decline over the last
century. Killing is not conservation.
A 2016 US House report identified negative impacts of trophy hunting in sub-Saharan Africa,
finding “many troubling examples of funds either being diverted from their purpose or not being
dedicated to conservation in the first place,” “no merit to claims that hunting deters poaching,”
and current permitting to be “arbitrary, confusing, and not based on sound science.” Shockingly,
US taxpayers cover “92% of all permit fees,” “subsidizing” trophy hunting.
The claimed financial benefits of trophy hunting to local communities are largely exaggerated,
and bear little actual connection to conservation, whereas eco-tourism generates substantial,
ongoing economic benefit.
Trophy hunting provides avenues and cover for illicit trafficking; for example, lion bone trade is
on the rise, as skeletons obtained via canned hunting operations have stirred market demand,
with related spikes in poaching of both wild and captive lion populations.
Hunters comprise only 5% of the US population - down 1.5 million between 1996-2006 (when
wildlife watching increased 13%) and another 2 million between 2011-2016 - and not all
domestic hunters support international trophy hunting of threatened species. A 2016 USFWS
survey (issued this year) found the “biggest increases in participation involved wildlife watching
… [which] surged 20 percent to 86 million participants. Money spent on these activities also
rose sharply from $59.1 billion to $75.9 billion.” To provide the small, but powerful and well-
funded trophy hunting lobby a front row seat to national policymaking under the guise of
“conservation” will only attract further criticism and endanger wildlife.
I urge you to withdraw consideration of this council, and to instead focus upon scientifically
supported and sustainable conservation practices, to save wild species before it’s too late.
Thank you,
Zizi Suleman
East Hampton, NY 11937
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"oswaldrj@gmail.com" <oswaldrj@gmail.com>

From: "oswaldrj@gmail.com" <oswaldrj@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:50:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judi Oswald oswaldrj@gmail.com US
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"mitchelldalewilson@hotmail.com" <mitchelldalewilson@hotmail.com>

From: "mitchelldalewilson@hotmail.com"
<mitchelldalewilson@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:49:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mitch Wilson
mitchelldalewilson@hotmail.com US
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Zelda Penzel <zpenzel@twcmetrobiz.com>

From: Zelda Penzel <zpenzel@twcmetrobiz.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:49:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: RE: FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118; FXGO1664091HCC0-FF09D00000-
178

Joshua Winchell
USFWS, National Wildlife Refuge System
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041–3803
joshua_winchell@fws.gov
RE: FWS–HQ–R–2017–N118; FXGO1664091HCC0–FF09D00000–178
USFWS /DOI consideration of International Wildlife Conservation Council
Dear Mr. Winchell:
I write in opposition to the use of US taxpayer funds to establish a proposed “International Wildlife
Conservation Council” to promote and advise the federal government on the “benefits” of trophy hunting.
The US is the world’s largest trophy importer, yet it has failed to protect species against the escalating
threats to their survival. Indeed, many have suffered staggering decline over the last century. Killing is
not conservation.
A 2016 US House report identified negative impacts of trophy hunting in sub-Saharan Africa, finding
“many troubling examples of funds either being diverted from their purpose or not being dedicated to
conservation in the first place,” “no merit to claims that hunting deters poaching,” and current
permitting to be “arbitrary, confusing, and not based on sound science.” Shockingly, US taxpayers cover
“92% of all permit fees,” “subsidizing” trophy hunting.
The claimed financial benefits of trophy hunting to local communities are largely exaggerated, and bear
little actual connection to conservation, whereas eco-tourism generates substantial, ongoing economic
benefit.
Trophy hunting provides avenues and cover for illicit trafficking; for example, lion bone trade is on the
rise, as skeletons obtained via canned hunting operations have stirred market demand, with related spikes
in poaching of both wild and captive lion populations.
Hunters comprise only 5% of the US population - down 1.5 million between 1996-2006 (when wildlife
watching increased 13%) and another 2 million between 2011-2016 - and not all domestic hunters support
international trophy hunting of threatened species. A 2016 USFWS survey (issued this year) found the
“biggest increases in participation involved wildlife watching … [which] surged 20 percent to 86 million
participants. Money spent on these activities also rose sharply from $59.1 billion to $75.9 billion.” To
provide the small, but powerful and well-funded trophy hunting lobby a front row seat to national
policymaking under the guise of “conservation” will only attract further criticism and endanger wildlife.
I urge you to withdraw consideration of this council, and to instead focus upon scientifically supported
and sustainable conservation practices, to save wild species before it’s too late.
Sincerely,
Zelda Penzel,
New York, NY 10003
 
 

mailto:joshua_winchell@fws.gov


Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"u2vegan@hotmail.com" <u2vegan@hotmail.com>

From: "u2vegan@hotmail.com" <u2vegan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:44:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Friend of the Animals u2vegan@hotmail.com
CA US
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"electricnoon@gmail.com" <electricnoon@gmail.com>

From: "electricnoon@gmail.com" <electricnoon@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:43:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ceaser Sigala electricnoon@gmail.com US
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Elephant murder

Judith R Stein <judiestein@me.com>

From: Judith R Stein <judiestein@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:42:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Elephant murder

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making.
The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to
promote this deadly industry
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"l.c.schrimpf@gmail.com" <l.c.schrimpf@gmail.com>

From: "l.c.schrimpf@gmail.com" <l.c.schrimpf@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:41:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leah Schrimpf l.c.schrimpf@gmail.com PA
US
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"roxi0521@gmail.com" <roxi0521@gmail.com>

From: "roxi0521@gmail.com" <roxi0521@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:39:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roxanne Baker roxi0521@gmail.com US
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"sarmey@med.umich.edu" <sarmey@med.umich.edu>

From: "sarmey@med.umich.edu" <sarmey@med.umich.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:38:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Meyers sarmey@med.umich.edu US
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"n.rogereau@gmail.com" <n.rogereau@gmail.com>

From: "n.rogereau@gmail.com" <n.rogereau@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:36:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, ROGEREAU NELLYNA
n.rogereau@gmail.com FR
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"claire1j@hotmail.com" <claire1j@hotmail.com>

From: "claire1j@hotmail.com" <claire1j@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:35:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Claire Jackson claire1j@hotmail.com US
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"spsmith0428@hotmail.com" <spsmith0428@hotmail.com>

From: "spsmith0428@hotmail.com" <spsmith0428@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:35:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sean Patrick Smith
spsmith0428@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"schreibdemstein@posteo.de" <schreibdemstein@posteo.de>

From: "schreibdemstein@posteo.de" <schreibdemstein@posteo.de>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:30:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lorenz Steinnger
schreibdemstein@posteo.de VA US
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Opposed to creation of International Wildlife Conservation Council

Emily Connelly <emilyrconnelly@gmail.com>

From: Emily Connelly <emilyrconnelly@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:26:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposed to creation of International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mr. Winchell,

I am writing to respectfully oppose the Department of the Interior's announcement of the
creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters
an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. 

The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and
endangered species. 

Please do not waste taxpayer money to form this Council, which will only advise the Department
on ways to promote a deadly industry.

Best,

Emily Connelly
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"zoo@snet.net" <zoo@snet.net>

From: "zoo@snet.net" <zoo@snet.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:23:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Perrone zoo@snet.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"paulbrooks@gmail.com" <paulbrooks@gmail.com>

From: "paulbrooks@gmail.com" <paulbrooks@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:22:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paul Brooks paulbrooks@gmail.com IN US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kurdistanbound@gmail.com" <kurdistanbound@gmail.com>

From: "kurdistanbound@gmail.com" <kurdistanbound@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:18:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peter Scott kurdistanbound@gmail.com UT
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kfernandez2576@gmail.com" <kfernandez2576@gmail.com>

From: "kfernandez2576@gmail.com" <kfernandez2576@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:17:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Fernandez
kfernandez2576@gmail.com US
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Creation of International Wildlife Council

Maria tartaglia <mariatartaglia1@aol.com>

From: Maria tartaglia <mariatartaglia1@aol.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:17:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Creation of International Wildlife Council

I am opposed to the Department of Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table
of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting
taxpayer money to form a Council with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly
industry. Thank you, Maria Tartaglia 116 Wellers Bridge Road Roxbury, CT 06783 646-892-
4043 Sent from my iPad
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NO to International Wildlife Conservation Council

Suzy Bennitt <suzybobcat@me.com>

From: Suzy Bennitt <suzybobcat@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:14:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: NO to International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services/ Attn:  Joshua Winchell,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior's announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Sincerely,
Suzy Bennitt
Ojai, California
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racouncil@prodigy.net

"racouncil@prodigy.net" <racouncil@prodigy.net>

From: "racouncil@prodigy.net" <racouncil@prodigy.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: racouncil@prodigy.net

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rita Council racouncil@prodigy.net IL US

"racouncil@prodigy.net" <racouncil@prodigy.net>

From: "racouncil@prodigy.net" <racouncil@prodigy.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:12:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: racouncil@prodigy.net



Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rita Council racouncil@prodigy.net IL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tedameron@att.net" <tedameron@att.net>

From: "tedameron@att.net" <tedameron@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:11:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Dameron tedameron@att.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"chi.petsurgeon@comcast.net" <chi.petsurgeon@comcast.net>

From: "chi.petsurgeon@comcast.net" <chi.petsurgeon@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:07:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurel Hays chi.petsurgeon@comcast.net US
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Wendy Loven <wendyloven@hotmail.com>

From: Wendy Loven <wendyloven@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:07:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jan Kampa <happykampas@cruzio.com>

From: Jan Kampa <happykampas@cruzio.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:02:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Jan Kampa 3120 Hardin Way Soquel, CA 95073
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nick Masters <nitronick4ever@gmail.com>

From: Nick Masters <nitronick4ever@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:42:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Nick Masters 899 Russet Dr. Sunnyvale, CA 94087 408 310-2191
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carol Margason <edmarg@pacbell.net>

From: Carol Margason <edmarg@pacbell.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:41:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Carol Margason 2855 Fulton Rd. Fulton, CA 95439 707 5668177
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"solterra4@gmail.com" <solterra4@gmail.com>

From: "solterra4@gmail.com" <solterra4@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:01:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, D Elliott solterra4@gmail.com PA US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jennifer Stewart <Larkspur@magnoliaroad.net>

From: Jennifer Stewart <Larkspur@magnoliaroad.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:00:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Jennifer Stewart 1107 Pine Glade Road Nederland, CO 80466
3038622506
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sandra Materi <materi44@bresnan.net>

From: Sandra Materi <materi44@bresnan.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:39:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Sandra Materi 1600 W. Odell Casper, WY 82604 307-235-3375
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"valérie RAYNAUD" <valerie.raynaud88@sfr.fr>

From: "valérie RAYNAUD" <valerie.raynaud88@sfr.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:39:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Madame. valérie RAYNAUD 95 bis av. Raymond Vergès Sainte Suzanne,
ot 97441 262980042
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dyanne Smart <dyannesmart@gmail.com>

From: Dyanne Smart <dyannesmart@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:59:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Dyanne Smart 19 Mackey Sreet box 1192 Wawa, ON P0S 1K0
7058560984
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christine MacMurray <christinemacmurray@gmail.com>

From: Christine MacMurray <christinemacmurray@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:59:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Christine MacMurray 181 Long Hill Rd Bldg 5, Unit 13 Little Falls, NJ
07424 917 312-0193
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

judy gauger <jgauger522@optonline.net>

From: judy gauger <jgauger522@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:38:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, judy gauger 68 stonyridge dr lincoln park, NJ 07035 201-921-7626
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

joan pojawis <jolary7@verizon.net>

From: joan pojawis <jolary7@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:38:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, joan pojawis 510 Fountain Farm Lane Newtown, PA 18940 215-497-7466
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mnzoo@comcast.net" <mnzoo@comcast.net>

From: "mnzoo@comcast.net" <mnzoo@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:58:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Louise Mann mnzoo@comcast.net US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jane Byard <jbbergoo@gmail.com>

From: Jane Byard <jbbergoo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:57:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jane Byard 2917 S. 7th St. W. Missoula, MT 59804 4067286886



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Dhashini@me.com" <Dhashini@me.com>

From: "Dhashini@me.com" <Dhashini@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:55:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dhash Weera Dhashini@me.com LK
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dendresner@hotmail.com" <dendresner@hotmail.com>

From: "dendresner@hotmail.com" <dendresner@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:55:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
Trophy hunting does not have any proven conservation benefits. This proposed council
constitutes an all-out attack on endangered animals and is a clear sop to the hunting lobby.
Please consider the extreme harm and damage this council will do to wildlife and to all the hard
work being done all over the world to protect and save them. This is the opposite of making
America great again. More and more it is becoming a global pariah because of its anti-
conservation, anti-environment agenda. Also, I advise closer investigation into the putative
'benefits' of trophy hunting. There are no such benefits - a village may get thrown an elephant
carcass now and again, but it's gullible and naive to believe that Zimbabwe and Zambia are
doing their to protect their herds. Corruption and bribery swallow up the revenues from hunting
licences. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened
with extinction - it accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a
recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered
species. The proposed IWCC will cement America's status as a country of bloodthirsty killers of
endangered species. It is impossible to understand why the DOI thinks this is a good thing. I
look forward to your reply to my concerns, and above all to the DOI modifying the IWCC to
ensure it truly benefits international wildlife conservation. Sincerely, Denise Dresner
dendresner@hotmail.com DC US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lily29@verizon.net" <lily29@verizon.net>

From: "lily29@verizon.net" <lily29@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:54:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lily Mejia lily29@verizon.net CA US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Debbie Cannon <omicron700@cox.net>

From: Debbie Cannon <omicron700@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:51:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Debbie Cannon 10419 Springvalley Ave Baton Rouge, LA 70810
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Deborah Vizvary <debbie12401@msn.com>

From: Deborah Vizvary <debbie12401@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:52:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Deborah Vizvary 201 Village Court Kingston, NY 12401 845-338-8645
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

T Kelly <Theresa.kelly@me.com>

From: T Kelly <Theresa.kelly@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:51:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, T Kelly 49540 nautical dr New baltimote, MI 48047
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tina Russell <tinkizfit@gmail.com>

From: Tina Russell <tinkizfit@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:51:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Tina Russell 1308 Garden valley dr St Peters, MO 63376 6367349551
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jessy Siefken <jsiefken@gmail.com>

From: Jessy Siefken <jsiefken@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:51:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Good morning, I am writing in response to the notice published by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service on November 8th. I staunchly oppose the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. This Council has nothing to do with conservation and instead it will give
trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The
science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered
species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with
advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. It is contrary to the
Department's mission and a nefarious use of taxpayer dollars. Sincerely, Jessy Siefken Sent
from my iPhone
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tara@thebaldwinlawfirm.com" <tara@thebaldwinlawfirm.com>

From: "tara@thebaldwinlawfirm.com" <tara@thebaldwinlawfirm.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:44:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Have a good Thanksgiving. Take care; and, God Bless
All . . . Sincerely, tara wheeler tara@thebaldwinlawfirm.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"materi44@bresnan.net" <materi44@bresnan.net>

From: "materi44@bresnan.net" <materi44@bresnan.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:42:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Materi materi44@bresnan.net WY
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rr.hillson@gmail.com" <rr.hillson@gmail.com>

From: "rr.hillson@gmail.com" <rr.hillson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:26:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Hillson rr.hillson@gmail.com GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"manelledridi@gmail.com" <manelledridi@gmail.com>

From: "manelledridi@gmail.com" <manelledridi@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:37:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Manelle Dridi manelledridi@gmail.com VA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nayitamcc@gmail.com" <nayitamcc@gmail.com>

From: "nayitamcc@gmail.com" <nayitamcc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:34:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nadia McCartney nayitamcc@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dianacastellanos77@gmail.com" <dianacastellanos77@gmail.com>

From: "dianacastellanos77@gmail.com"
<dianacastellanos77@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:35:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Castellanos Swartz
dianacastellanos77@gmail.com NY US
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Conservation council

Kathleen Waugh <saltewind@yahoo.com>

From: Kathleen Waugh <saltewind@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:35:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Conservation council

Hello Joshua, I am a middle class tax payer, I am opposed to the Department of Interiors
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. We have studies showing trophy
hunting does not assist in conservation of threatened species, it undermines conservation and
has a secondary effect of promoting illegal activity. If you are going to spend my money
addressing this issue, please use it stop trophy hunting of threatened and endangered species,
not to support it by forming this council. Thank you for your help with this issue! Kathleen
Waugh Newport, Maine Sent from my iPad Sent from my iPhone
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gary.simpson0000@gmail.com" <gary.simpson0000@gmail.com>

From: "gary.simpson0000@gmail.com"
<gary.simpson0000@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:34:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gary Simpson
gary.simpson0000@gmail.com MN GB
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Amy Smith <greyghost919@gmail.com>

From: Amy Smith <greyghost919@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:34:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Amy Smith 6 Marsh Landing Durham, NC 27703
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jill Spicy <jillsaucyspicy@gmail.com>

From: Jill Spicy <jillsaucyspicy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:33:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Jill Spicy Belinda Campanario Mijas Malaga, ot 29650
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sue Langley <bowlady@me.com>

From: Sue Langley <bowlady@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:33:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Good day Joshua, I am writing because I am opposed to the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Please consider that so many people will abuse the conservation
idea to kill animals for the skin and husks…that is not conservation. It was proven that removing
animals will do the opposite of conservation - it will devastate the land that they grow on…also
the animals will be abused killed for pellets and husks and left to die terrible deaths...Please
help the animals. Thank you. Sue Langley
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carina colombe <Carina.colombe@gmail.com>

From: Carina colombe <Carina.colombe@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:32:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Carina colombe 18 St audebert presles et boves, AL 02370
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Macy Marriott <macymarriott@yahoo.com>

From: Macy Marriott <macymarriott@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:32:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

 
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Macy Marriott
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jill Heins <jilheins@hotmail.com>

From: Jill Heins <jilheins@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:32:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is simply an attempt by the hunting industry to push
their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens
both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Jill Heins 32583 Hanna Ave. Warsaw, MO 65355
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OPPOSED TO: Wildlife Conservation Council

Kelly Vitko <kellyannvitko@gmail.com>

From: Kelly Vitko <kellyannvitko@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:32:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: OPPOSED TO: Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Joshua,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on
ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you for your consideration.

Warmly,
Kelly

-- 

Kelly Vitko  I  E. kellyannvitko@gmail.com  I  M. (330) 206-6741

mailto:kellyannvitko@gmail.com
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sherrie Kenney <sherrie.kenney@trs.ok.gov>

From: Sherrie Kenney <sherrie.kenney@trs.ok.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:31:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Sherrie Kenney 4149 NW 22nd St Oklahoma City, OK 73107 405-308-
9252
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"barrysmith796@gmail.com" <barrysmith796@gmail.com>

From: "barrysmith796@gmail.com" <barrysmith796@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:30:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barry Smith barrysmith796@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mcact8@gmail.com" <mcact8@gmail.com>

From: "mcact8@gmail.com" <mcact8@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:29:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Thompson mcact8@gmail.com PA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"theface514@gmail.com" <theface514@gmail.com>

From: "theface514@gmail.com" <theface514@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:24:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marc Lionetti theface514@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Animal

Nancy <nancybd4@aol.com>

From: Nancy <nancybd4@aol.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:29:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Animal

Hi Joshua,
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the 
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the 
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer 
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

I understand that Republicans are for business but we need to have some common sense in these 
decisions. IT IS JUST WRONG to kill animals in a horrible way just for fun. 

Nancy Davis, 
Hinckley Ohio
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kathybrkr123@gmail.com" <kathybrkr123@gmail.com>

From: "kathybrkr123@gmail.com" <kathybrkr123@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:21:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Barker kathybrkr123@gmail.com US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jennifer Calcara <sweetp11386@hotmail.com>

From: Jennifer Calcara <sweetp11386@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:23:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Jennifer Calcara 718 Michigan Lane Elk Grove Village, IL 60007 847-347-
6193
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Niloofar Asgharian <nili.asghar@gmail.com>

From: Niloofar Asgharian <nili.asghar@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:02:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Dr. Niloofar Asgharian 1408 Allegheny Dr Arlington, TX 76012 6825540408  
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carine Detry <carine.detry@skynet.be>

From: Carine Detry <carine.detry@skynet.be>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:02:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Carine Detry Jozef Wauterssstraat 112 Gentbrugge, ot 9050
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

MG Spinetta <GPanthera6@verizon.net>

From: MG Spinetta <GPanthera6@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:22:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, MG Spinetta 121 Pennsylvania Rd Brooklawn, NJ 08030
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nadia McCartney <nayitamcc@gmail.com>

From: Nadia McCartney <nayitamcc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:21:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Nadia McCartney 363 Grassy Hill rd Woodbury, CT 06798 203-405-
2566
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Intl wildlife conservation council

Stacey Kivowitz <stacey@staceykivo.com>

From: Stacey Kivowitz <stacey@staceykivo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:21:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Intl wildlife conservation council

I am opposed to the department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more 
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear—-trophy 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species.
The Department should not be wasting tax payer money to form a council tasked with advising 
the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Stacey Kivo
stacey@staceykivo.com

mailto:stacey@staceykivo.com
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rebecca Duncan <duncan4@twlakes.net>

From: Rebecca Duncan <duncan4@twlakes.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:01:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Rebecca Duncan P.O. Box 530 Jamestown, TN 38556 9312671690
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Vallee Rose <valleerose@care2.com>

From: Vallee Rose <valleerose@care2.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:21:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Vallee Rose 887 S. Cellini Bay Pueblo West, CO 81007
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Chismar <nanlc999@optonline.net>

From: Nancy Chismar <nanlc999@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:01:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Nancy Chismar 6 York Dr Apt 6A Edison, NJ 08817
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Janet Crystal <janet_crystal@comcast.net>

From: Janet Crystal <janet_crystal@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:20:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Janet Crystal 241 Megan Road Hyannis, MA 02601 617-868-1079
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anne Kilgore <a.kilgore@oplink.net>

From: Anne Kilgore <a.kilgore@oplink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:00:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Anne Kilgore 3213 Beauchamp HOUSTON, TX 77009
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kym Waugh <lilly1875@comcast.net>

From: Kym Waugh <lilly1875@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:20:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Kym Waugh 521 N. Logan St Denver, CO 80203
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

KRISTIN COX <leviandkristin@gmail.com>

From: KRISTIN COX <leviandkristin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:19:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, KRISTIN COX 1105 STONERIDGE DRIVE MOORE, OK 73160
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joseph H Evans Sr <joee0@verizon.net>

From: Joseph H Evans Sr <joee0@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:19:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Joseph H Evans Sr 999 Forty Foot Road Lansdale, PA 19446 
2672228697
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bonnie Brown <charbondo@comcast.net>

From: Bonnie Brown <charbondo@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:18:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Bonnie Brown 2449 Doc Holiday Dr Park City, CA 84060
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lauren Rosolino <llopp91@hotmail.com>

From: Lauren Rosolino <llopp91@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:58:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Lauren Rosolino 3530 Verdier Blvd #406 Charleston, SC 29414 586-
484-6930
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Vesna Vojnovic <11vesnav11@gmail.com>

From: Vesna Vojnovic <11vesnav11@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:58:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Vesna Vojnovic 2727 Alexis Rd Windsor, ON N8W 4A1



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"josephwindwalker@gmail.com" <josephwindwalker@gmail.com>

From: "josephwindwalker@gmail.com" <josephwindwalker@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:15:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joseph & Sandy Windwalker
josephwindwalker@gmail.com US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Douglas Gregory <dgregory@douglassgregory.com>

From: Douglas Gregory <dgregory@douglassgregory.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:18:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Douglas Gregory 607 West Bay Street Tampa, FL 33606 813-253-0404
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Say no to the International Wildlife Conservation Council.

luluart <luluart@aol.com>

From: luluart <luluart@aol.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:17:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Say no to the International Wildlife Conservation Council.

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more 
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department 
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department 
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lauren Summers <summerslaurel12@gmail.com>

From: Lauren Summers <summerslaurel12@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:57:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Lauren Summers 2600 W. 6th St. Apt. R4 Lawrence, KS 66049 913-775-
0478
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lesley Casajuana <ljcasajuana@gmail.com>

From: Lesley Casajuana <ljcasajuana@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:16:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Lesley Casajuana Shirley Drive Hounslow, ot tw32he
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sherry Fudim <sfudim@comcast.net>

From: Sherry Fudim <sfudim@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:56:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Sherry Fudim 35 Bermuda Lake Dr. Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33418 
561-253-8909
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Levi Cox <levi.e.cox@gmail.com>

From: Levi Cox <levi.e.cox@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:16:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Levi Cox 1105 Stoneridge Drive Moore, OK 73160
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jane McElligott <JaneMcEll@msn.com>

From: Jane McElligott <JaneMcEll@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:16:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more 
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department 
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on 
ways to promote this deadly industry.

 
 
Amanda Good
Missouri State Director
agood@humanesociety.org
t 816.604.8639     

The Humane Society of the United States
1255 23rd Street NW, Suite 450 Washington, DC 20037
humanesociety.org
Join Our Email List    Facebook    Twitter    Blog

Macintosh 
HD:WORK:Branding:Logos:

 
The Humane Society of the United States is the nation’s largest animal protection organization, rated most effective by our peers. For more than 
60 years, we have celebrated the protection of all animals and confronted all forms of cruelty. We are the nation’s largest provider of hands-on 
services for animals, caring for more than 100,000 animals each year, and we prevent cruelty to millions more through our advocacy campaigns.

The HSUS is approved by the Better Business Bureau’s Wise Giving Alliance for all 20 standards for charity accountability, and was named by 
Worth Magazine as one of the 10 most fiscally responsible charities. To support The HSUS, please make a monthly donation, or give in another 
way. You can also volunteer for The HSUS, and see our 55 ways you can help animals. Read more about our 60 years of transformational 
change for animals, and visit us online at humanesociety.org.
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https://secure.humanesociety.org/site/SSurvey?SURVEY_ID=2820&ACTION_REQUIRED=URI_ACTION_USER_REQUESTS&s_src=em_staffsig_hsus
http://www.facebook.com/profile.php?id=6041057841
http://twitter.com/HumaneSociety
http://blog.humanesociety.org/
http://www.myphilanthropedia.org/blog/2011/08/24/humane-society-of-the-united-states-hsus-1-expert-identified-animal-rights-and-welfare-nonprofit/
http://hsus.typepad.com/wayne/2013/12/hsus-animal-care-around-the-globe.html?credit=em_staffsig_hsus
http://www.humanesociety.org/issues/campaigns/?credit=em_staffsig_hsus
http://www.bbb.org/charity-reviews/national/animal-protection/humane-society-of-the-united-states-in-washington-dc-3129
http://www.humanesociety.org/assets/pdfs/about/worth_top_10_fiscally_responsible_charities.pdf
https://secure.humanesociety.org/site/Donation2?df_id=2320&2320.donation=form1&s_src=em_staffsig_hsus
http://www.humanesociety.org/donate/?credit=em_staffsig_hsus
http://www.humanesociety.org/community/volunteers/?credit=em_staffsig_hsus
http://www.humanesociety.org/action/55_actions_to_help_animals.html?utm_source=staffsignature&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=helpanimals
http://www.humanesociety.org/about/hsus-transformational-change.html?credit=em_staffsig_hsus
https://www.humanesociety.org/?credit=em_staffsig_hsus


Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Chris Talbot-Heindl <chris@rockymountainwild.org>

From: Chris Talbot-Heindl <chris@rockymountainwild.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:06:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Chris Talbot-Heindl 1635 Cook St #214 Denver, CO 80206
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Patti Finos <pattifinos@gmail.com>

From: Patti Finos <pattifinos@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to the Department of the Interior creating an International Wildlife 
Conservation Council.

Trophy hunting undermines conservation of animals, science repeatedly backs this 
up. Additionally, trophy hunting is not environmentally or financially sound. Taxpayer dollars should not 
be used to form a Council that clearly goes against conservation of threatened and endangered species.

Sincerely,
Patricia Finos
Meredith, NH
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Opposition of International Wildlife ConservationCouncil

Ginger Hughes <savingone@charter.net>

From: Ginger Hughes <savingone@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposition of International Wildlife ConservationCouncil

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the 
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the 
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer 
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you,

Ginger Hughes
619 Sawgrass Way
Maryville, TN.  37803
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

penny anstey <penanstey@gmail.com>

From: penny anstey <penanstey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:45:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs penny anstey caribbean close sedgefield, ot 6573
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anne Powell <annepo@cogeco.ca>

From: Anne Powell <annepo@cogeco.ca>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:45:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Anne Powell 237 Main Street East Grimsby, ON L3M 1P5 289-235-
8062
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ashley Hunsberger <ashleyhuns@verizon.net>

From: Ashley Hunsberger <ashleyhuns@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:44:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ashley Hunsberger 6135 Walker Philadelphia, PA 19135
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Chantal Buslot <chanti@odie.be>

From: Chantal Buslot <chanti@odie.be>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:04:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Chantal Buslot Meybroekstraat 46 Hasselt, ot 35100
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null

Lauren Elliott <lcelliott2@crimson.ua.edu>

From: Lauren Elliott <lcelliott2@crimson.ua.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:04:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject:

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.
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International Wildlife Council/Opposed

Piper <pipersmail@gmail.com>

From: Piper <pipersmail@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:03:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Council/Opposed

Dear Mr. Winchell,

I am writing today to tell you why I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement

of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. 

The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government

decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of

threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to

form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

        Thank you for your help in fighting the cruel and                   unsustainable trophy industry! And

thank you for all           you do for animals,

        Piper
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"1305wa@gmail.com" <1305wa@gmail.com>

From: "1305wa@gmail.com" <1305wa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:00:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Winnie Adams 1305wa@gmail.com WA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dirtyluisa@gmail.com" <dirtyluisa@gmail.com>

From: "dirtyluisa@gmail.com" <dirtyluisa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:58:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Monika Sohr dirtyluisa@gmail.com DE
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Please Uphold the Ban on Importing Wildlife Trophies

Lisa Radov <radovlisa@gmail.com>

From: Lisa Radov <radovlisa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:57:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Please Uphold the Ban on Importing Wildlife Trophies

Dear Mr. Winchell, I am opposed to the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council by the Department of the Interior. The council could give trophy hunters a bigger voice
in government decision-making. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form
a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Thank
you for listening and considering my opinion, Lisa Lisa G. Radov President and Chairman of the
Board Maryland Votes for Animals, Inc. radovlisa@gmail.com 443-286-5457
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jcwivy@hotmail.com" <jcwivy@hotmail.com>

From: "jcwivy@hotmail.com" <jcwivy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:46:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jean Wilson jcwivy@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"judy.osprey@gmail.com" <judy.osprey@gmail.com>

From: "judy.osprey@gmail.com" <judy.osprey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:54:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Nalbandian judy.osprey@gmail.com US
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Julie Edmondson <julie.edmondson@outlook.com>

From: Julie Edmondson <julie.edmondson@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:54:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

 
Greetings Joshua,
 
I am very much opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on
ways to promote this deadly industry.
 
It seems everything this administration pushes forward is to advance their own personal interests
on the backs of others. This council is another example of the greed and heartlessness of this
president and his cronies.

 
        Julie Edmondson
        Ooltewah, Tennessee 
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International Wildlife Conservation Council
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Chuck Laue <chucklaue@gmail.com>

From: Chuck Laue <chucklaue@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:51:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council
Attachments: image001.png

Mr. Winchell:  I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent
seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
  Thanks, Chuck
 
Chuck Laue
Co-Founder & Chairman

cid:image002.png@

11460 Tomahawk Creek Parkway, Suite 300
Leawood, KS  66211
Office:  816.237.3001
Mobile:  913.219.3104
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No International Wildlife Conservation Council!

Cynthia Samels <csamels@aol.com>

From: Cynthia Samels <csamels@aol.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:46:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: No International Wildlife Conservation Council!

Dear Sir,
I do not want my taxes to fund yet another wasteful government decision-making council such
as the one being proposed. Trophy hunting has already been scientifically proven to undermine
conservation efforts of threatened and endangered species across the globe. This International
Wildlife Conservation “Council” is nothing more than a means for wealthy, thrill seeking killers to
promote their agenda. In no way is the need for this council justifiable. 
Thank you in advance for taking this matter off of the table and focusing on matters that need
your attention. 
Sincerely,
Cynthia Samels
Wisconsin 
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Wildlife Conservation Council

Breanna Schultz <breannaschultz@hotmail.com>

From: Breanna Schultz <breannaschultz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:43:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wildlife Conservation Council

I am strongly opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. Especially if the council will give trophy hunters an
even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that
trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. 

Best,

Breanna Schultz
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Leu <Susan@huskydigs.com>

From: Susan Leu <Susan@huskydigs.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:03:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Susan Leu 109 Blue Flag Ct Whitehouse Station, NJ 08889
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Markus Krämer" <markus.kraemer1970@web.de>

From: "Markus Krämer" <markus.kraemer1970@web.de>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:12:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Markus Krämer Am Buchenmaar 20 B Kreuzau, ot 52372



Conversation Contents
International Wildlife Conservation Council

Frank Segal <frank.m.segal@gmail.com>

From: Frank Segal <frank.m.segal@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:37:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hello Joshua,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Frank Segal
479.313.3189
-- 
Frank M. Segal
Capt, USMCR
AOIC, ESD Detachment C
M: (479) 313-3189
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Opposed to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Wendy Swinson <wendyswinson@yahoo.com>

From: Wendy Swinson <wendyswinson@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:39:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
CC: Wendy Swinson <wendyswinson@yahoo.com>
Subject: Opposed to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The
science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly
industry.

Wendy Swinson
Mooresville N.C.
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jennifer Perrault <jperraul@gmail.com>

From: Jennifer Perrault <jperraul@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:27:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Jennifer Perrault 35 North Street #1 HOME Winooski, VT 05404
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Margie Middleton <margiemid82@gmail.com>

From: Margie Middleton <margiemid82@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:39:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Margie Middleton 1291 Byrnes Lane Carpinteria, CA 93013
8583445770
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christeen Anderson <hope4daisies@gmail.com>

From: Christeen Anderson <hope4daisies@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:01:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Christeen Anderson 4609 Top Flight Drive 4609 Top Flight Dr.
Crestview, FL 32539 8503985929
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Richard Day <rdaynyc@gmail.com>

From: Richard Day <rdaynyc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:22:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Richard Day 332 92nd St Apt A1 Brooklyn, NY 11209
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Harold Bayerl <bayerlharold@bellsouth.net>

From: Harold Bayerl <bayerlharold@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Harold Bayerl 915 Cold Branch Drive Columbia, SC 29223 803-699-
6381
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Eva Sandhammar <eva.sandhammar@hotmail.com>

From: Eva Sandhammar <eva.sandhammar@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:19:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Eva Sandhammar Lemmeshult 1051 Örkelljunga, ot 28692
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elizabeth Vitek <evitkova@gmail.com>

From: Elizabeth Vitek <evitkova@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:45:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Elizabeth Vitek 80 Montclair Toronto, ON M5p1p8



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Maggie Reid <marlys.reid@gmail.com>

From: Maggie Reid <marlys.reid@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:05:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Maggie Reid Jamaica Rd. Cocoa, FL 32927 N/A
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dawn LaTrecchia <dlatrecchia@gaf.com>

From: Dawn LaTrecchia <dlatrecchia@gaf.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dawn LaTrecchia 55 West Shore Trail Stockholm, NJ 07460 9738724217
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"frédéric pulcini" <f.pulcini@free.fr>

From: "frédéric pulcini" <f.pulcini@free.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:05:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mr frédéric pulcini 25 avenue de paris frontignan, ot 34110 0614998143
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Grace Diemand <gden20@msn.com>

From: Grace Diemand <gden20@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Grace Diemand 34 Redbrook Harbor Rd B43 Cataumet, MA 02534
5085645649
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Georgina Wright <gxwrigh99@cox.net>

From: Georgina Wright <gxwrigh99@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:44:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Georgina Wright 4370 New Suffolk St Unit 101 North Las Vegas, NV
89032 7026459523
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Thérèse Leclercq" <clairelou13@hotmail.fr>

From: "Thérèse Leclercq" <clairelou13@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:53:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Thérèse Leclercq rue du Domaine france, ot 59300
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Wendy Wyatt <agypsyheart@gmail.com>

From: Wendy Wyatt <agypsyheart@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:57:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Wendy Wyatt 801 N. Brand Blvd. Glendale, CA 91203
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dawn Mason <mason_dawn@comcast.net>

From: Dawn Mason <mason_dawn@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:33:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dawn Mason 1547 market st. Pottsville, PA 17901 (570)581-8858
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bushra Qureshi <qureshib@videotron.ca>

From: Bushra Qureshi <qureshib@videotron.ca>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:33:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Bushra Qureshi 4850 Cote St.Luc Road Montreal, QC H3W 2H2
5149357996
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Wendy Wiener <callywendy@msn.com>

From: Wendy Wiener <callywendy@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:33:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Wendy Wiener 200 E Southern Ave Apache Junction, AZ 85119
48023104545



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mary Kelly <MaryMargaret.Kelly@millersville.edu>

From: Mary Kelly <MaryMargaret.Kelly@millersville.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:32:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. (Ms.) Mary Kelly 14 N Bausman Dr Lancaster, PA 17603 7178717274
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michela Rebuli <mrebuli@uwo.ca>

From: Michela Rebuli <mrebuli@uwo.ca>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:32:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Michela Rebuli 109 Manitoulin Drive London, ON N5W1M5
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carol Elliott <carolwelliott@gmail.com>

From: Carol Elliott <carolwelliott@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Carol Elliott 2601 Sweet Gum Drive Hillsborough, NC 27278
9196688877
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Please do not create the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<brianborg52@gmail.com>

From: <brianborg52@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:30:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Please do not create the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell,
 
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on
ways to promote this deadly industry.
 
Thank you,
 
Brian Borg
Park City, Utah
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Maria Lopes <Manuelalopes1949@gmail.com>

From: Maria Lopes <Manuelalopes1949@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:59:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Maria Lopes Antao Gonçalves 99 Cascais, ot 02750 +351965020867
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

cindy eisenhuth <cindy@cle-uk.com>

From: cindy eisenhuth <cindy@cle-uk.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:29:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs cindy eisenhuth 8 Baron Grove 8 Baron Grove mitcham, ot cr4 4eh
7919533087



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Janine Kondreck <j9kondreck@comcast.net>

From: Janine Kondreck <j9kondreck@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:04:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Janine Kondreck 799 Dahlia St Apt 201 Denver, CO 80220 303 388
5389



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sally Porter <shellsporter@msn.com>

From: Sally Porter <shellsporter@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:11:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Sally Porter 52 Wyckoff Ave Wyckoff, NJ 07481 2014443020



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lilian Burch <tiggerlil@comcast.net>

From: Lilian Burch <tiggerlil@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:16:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Lilian Burch 7111 Woodmont Ave Apt 504 Bethesda, MD 20815
3016541458
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marlena Tzakis <marlena_tzakis@aurora.org>

From: Marlena Tzakis <marlena_tzakis@aurora.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:16:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Marlena Tzakis 11202 w national ave #205 west allis, WI 53227



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Catlin Spargo <grimalken@gmail.com>

From: Catlin Spargo <grimalken@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:42:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Catlin Spargo 1619 Lakewood Ave Lakewood, OH 44107 2162101588
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Schwall <schwall.nancy@icloud.com>

From: Nancy Schwall <schwall.nancy@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:07:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Nancy Schwall 7 Burns Rd Stafford, VA 22554 5407201476



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jane Rita <alandjane@atlanticbb.net>

From: Jane Rita <alandjane@atlanticbb.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:02:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Jane Rita 1611 Menoher Blvd. Johnstown, PA 15905 814-255-4857
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joyce Wells <jhound@charter.net>

From: Joyce Wells <jhound@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:11:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Joyce Wells 3301 Quincy Ave. Madison, WI 53704 608-221-7311



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Vic Bostock <care4animals@hotmail.co.uk>

From: Vic Bostock <care4animals@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:44:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Vic Bostock 1612 Woodglen Lane Altadena, CA 91001 2025984431
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Petra Zipp <petrazipp@web.de>

From: Petra Zipp <petrazipp@web.de>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:33:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Petra Zipp John-F.-Kennedy-Str. 53 Butzbach, ot 35510
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dorothea Stephan <dorotel@t-online.de>

From: Dorothea Stephan <dorotel@t-online.de>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:55:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Dorothea Stephan Deglwies 1 Winzer, ot 94577



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Glynis Devine <glynis@cheerful.com>

From: Glynis Devine <glynis@cheerful.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:42:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Glynis Devine 25f West crescent Belfast, ot Bt379dx
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christine R <crkat14@outlook.com>

From: Christine R <crkat14@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:21:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Christine R Confidential Dallas, TX 75231 2143074810
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Juana Maria Valenti Fernandez <Juana@artistvalenti.de>

From: Juana Maria Valenti Fernandez <Juana@artistvalenti.de>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:53:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Frau Juana Maria Valenti Fernandez Konrad Adenauer str. 32a
Dossenheim, ot 69221
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Verena Fuchs <verena.fuchs@gmail.com>

From: Verena Fuchs <verena.fuchs@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:07:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Verena Fuchs 522 Paiute Ln San Jose, CA 95123 510-7717753
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

eusebio manuel vestias <eusebiopecurto@hotmail.com>

From: eusebio manuel vestias <eusebiopecurto@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:12:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. eusebio manuel vestias Antonio Street Stratford Antonio Joaquim Da
Guerra Washington, DC 20510 966850515
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

C-Sophie Hennekens <cshennekens@gmail.com>

From: C-Sophie Hennekens <cshennekens@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:12:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mme C-Sophie Hennekens 3058 Grand Boulevard St-Hubert Canada, QC
J4T 2K9
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kelley Lehr <kellzebub@gmail.com>

From: Kelley Lehr <kellzebub@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:50:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Kelley Lehr 127 Cumberland Ave Portland, ME 04101
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Die Bildung des International Wildlife Conservation Council zu stoppen

"Sigrid Dr. Neef" <Dr.Sigrid.Neef@t-online.de>

From: "Sigrid Dr. Neef" <Dr.Sigrid.Neef@t-online.de>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:37:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Die Bildung des International Wildlife Conservation Council zu
stoppen

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Sigrid Dr. Neef Benediktstraße 5 Beverungen, KY 37688 05273385544
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nadia Magistrelli <magistrelli.nadia@hotmail.com>

From: Nadia Magistrelli <magistrelli.nadia@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:12:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Nadia Magistrelli Jan Moonsstraat 53 Wommelgem, ot 2160
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Chrysta Cefaratti <chrystasrose@gmail.com>

From: Chrysta Cefaratti <chrystasrose@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:49:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Chrysta Cefaratti 1327 E. Kenwood Circle Mesa, AZ 85203
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

SAU TSANG <PEACHIE104@gmail.com>

From: SAU TSANG <PEACHIE104@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:13:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. We want to save species that are going extinct like the lions, leopards and cheetahs ,
reason is lions and leopards are the number one sort after bodies for the big game hunters ! We
still remember Cecil , the lion loved by tourists like me ! We who choose to see instead of killing
animals in Africa will be deprived of the precious animals because these animals are the
shooting targets for the wealthy white men/women from our country . Well his son has bee
again shot by another hunter ; therefore his family or pride is at risk of a take over by new male
or males ; which will result in death of cubs , mothers of the cubs , their grand mom etc. If their
hunters would spend as much time and money on hunting hyenas that are the number one
enemies of lions , nature may NOT be so imbalanced. Thank you, SAU TSANG 10486
GLENNA LODGE STREET LAS VEGAS, NV 89141
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Regina Dorsett <Ginadorsett@comcast.net>

From: Regina Dorsett <Ginadorsett@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:12:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Regina Dorsett 32 Clear Creek rd Flintstone, GA 30725
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Leigh Lee <leighlee344@gmail.com>

From: Leigh Lee <leighlee344@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:42:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Leigh Lee 8612 Creekwood Ln Cottondale, AL 35453
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ann Yang <ann.j.yang@gmail.com>

From: Ann Yang <ann.j.yang@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:13:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Ann Yang Bukit Batok street 31 Singapore, ot 650366
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Gisèle De Mulder" <zizeleken@hotmail.com>

From: "Gisèle De Mulder" <zizeleken@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:27:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Gisèle De Mulder Hoogbavegemstraat 61 Bavegem, ot 9520
468245751
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

SHEILA MERRY <sheila.merry@sky.com>

From: SHEILA MERRY <sheila.merry@sky.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:27:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, SHEILA MERRY Whiteway Letchworth Garden City, ot SG62PP
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Adam D'Onofrio" <bigadfromlb@comcast.net>

From: "Adam D'Onofrio" <bigadfromlb@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:40:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Adam D'Onofrio 25118 Smith Grove Rd North Dinwiddie, VA 23803
8048612390
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Valérie Beasse" <sorrow_lonelyness@hotmail.fr>

From: "Valérie Beasse" <sorrow_lonelyness@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:59:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mme Valérie Beasse 5 jff,hgch;jgclg Amiens, ot 80000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Allison New <anew811@gmail.com>

From: Allison New <anew811@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:12:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Allison New 108 Kings Chapel Road Augusta, GA 30907
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Caroline Satterfield <enilor@frontier.com>

From: Caroline Satterfield <enilor@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:18:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Caroline Satterfield 109 N. Pleasant St. none West Union, OH 45693
937-544-8108
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Denise du Preez <denise.dupreez@mandela.ac.za>

From: Denise du Preez <denise.dupreez@mandela.ac.za>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:11:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mrs Denise du Preez 2 Martins Way Westering Port Elizabeth, South
Africa, ot 6025
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sija Sur <sija1810@gmail.com>

From: Sija Sur <sija1810@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:12:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Sija Sur Zagreb 26 Zagreb, ot 10000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Deanna Feher <Deannafeher@gmail.com>

From: Deanna Feher <Deannafeher@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:54:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Deanna Feher 34148 Madiera Lane Sorrento, FL 32776 216 952 0793
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mabel Hunter <peaceehaven@live.co.uk>

From: Mabel Hunter <peaceehaven@live.co.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:52:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Mabel Hunter Peace Haven, Pasture Road Hornsea, WV HU18 1QB
1964229261
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Annie Lee <Annien84@gmail.com>

From: Annie Lee <Annien84@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:27:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Annie Lee 18 Fancamp drive Vaughan, ON L6a 4z2 6472852613
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Laura ANdrea Muñoz" <lauraandreamz@gmail.com>

From: "Laura ANdrea Muñoz" <lauraandreamz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:03:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Laura ANdrea Muñoz Autonorte km 19 Bogota, ot 11121
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

William Lees <william@lees.org.uk>

From: William Lees <william@lees.org.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:27:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr William Lees 19 Ashmount Road London, ot N193bj
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dorothy Macnak <dottt1@comcast.net>

From: Dorothy Macnak <dottt1@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:59:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Dorothy Macnak 1135 Point of the Pines Drive Colorado Springs, CO
80919 7195981292
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Daniel Aubouard <daniel.aubouard@neuf.fr>

From: Daniel Aubouard <daniel.aubouard@neuf.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:32:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mr Daniel Aubouard 21 marais Angervilliers, ot 91470
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

June Sampson <catqueenjune@gmail.com>

From: June Sampson <catqueenjune@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:49:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. As long as the hunting is done in foreign countries there is no benefit to any species
except those profiting and promoting these businesses. Thank you, Ms. June Sampson 393 N
Dale Ct Grand Junction, CO 81507 9702414969
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alan Solomon <asolomon777@gmail.com>

From: Alan Solomon <asolomon777@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:49:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, My name is Alan Solomon and I live in Southern California. I strongly agree
with and support the above statement in every way possible and on every level imaginable
today and for many years and generations to come. Thank you for your time today Alan
Solomon Mr. Alan Solomon P.O. Box 2195, Apartment 515 Palm Desert, CA 92261 760 413-
2471
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Etresia Diedericks <etresia@nrf.ac.za>

From: Etresia Diedericks <etresia@nrf.ac.za>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:57:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Etresia Diedericks Lalapalm Street, Pretoria, South Africa Pretoria, ot
0182
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Eve Beili <Eve.beili@gmail.com>

From: Eve Beili <Eve.beili@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:11:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Eve Beili 425 Lopez dr Lopez dr, NY 11552 5164838263
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michelle Barsom <mbbarsom@outlook.com>

From: Michelle Barsom <mbbarsom@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:03:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Michelle Barsom 480 Kerri Anne Dr Cairo, GA 39828 2293661725
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cynthia Springer <Springerdc@prodigy.net>

From: Cynthia Springer <Springerdc@prodigy.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:29:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Cynthia Springer 11421 Appleton Drive Parma Hts, OH 44130
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cara Schmidt <cmst3@hotmail.com>

From: Cara Schmidt <cmst3@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:16:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Cara Schmidt POB 719 Yellville, AR 72687 6786625731
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Verena Fuchs <verena.fuchs@gmail.com>

From: Verena Fuchs <verena.fuchs@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:07:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Verena Fuchs 522 Paiute Ln San Jose, CA 95123 510-7717753
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marina Aivaliotis <Arethusa4u@optonline.net>

From: Marina Aivaliotis <Arethusa4u@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:10:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Marina Aivaliotis 26 Nadine ls Port Jeff sta, NY 11776
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carolyn Woodward <peterandcas.flores@gmail.com>

From: Carolyn Woodward <peterandcas.flores@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:51:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Carolyn Woodward St. Ann, chapel Callington, ot PL17 8JW
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Barbara Luhmann <barbaraluhmann@hotmail.com>

From: Barbara Luhmann <barbaraluhmann@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:50:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Barbara Luhmann 60 Knickerbocker Road, Apt. 11 Dumont, NJ 07628
2017559425
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ann Middleton <annmiddleton@bellsouth.net>

From: Ann Middleton <annmiddleton@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:14:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Ann Middleton 258 Cattail Trl. Benton, LA 71006
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alessandro Amicone <alami74@gmail.com>

From: Alessandro Amicone <alami74@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:35:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Alessandro Amicone via aurelia 182 Bogliasco, ot 16031
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

alexandra mccardell <alexandranicolem@gmail.com>

From: alexandra mccardell <alexandranicolem@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:26:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms. alexandra mccardell 312 west quail dr. marmora, NJ 08223
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carrara Morgane <carrara-morgane@hotmail.fr>

From: Carrara Morgane <carrara-morgane@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:11:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Carrara Morgane Quai godefroid kurth Liège, ot 4000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pat Kaiserman <az.protrans@cox.net>

From: Pat Kaiserman <az.protrans@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:14:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Pat Kaiserman 550 W Baseline Rd Ste 102-291 Suite 102-291 Mesa, AZ
85210
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Frances Harriman <fmrharriman@gmail.com>

From: Frances Harriman <fmrharriman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:18:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Frances Harriman 105 West Wrentham Road Cumberland, RI 02864
4014476512
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"P. Melanie Vliet" <Pmvliet@gmail.com>

From: "P. Melanie Vliet" <Pmvliet@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:36:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. P. Melanie Vliet 13115 Marlette Drive La Mirada, CA 90638
5629449065
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joan Edwards <avcover@africaonline.co.ke>

From: Joan Edwards <avcover@africaonline.co.ke>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:36:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Joan Edwards P.O. Box 40813, 35 Kikenni Drive P.O. Box 40813
Nairobi, Kenya, ot 00100
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Caroline La Fleche <missmeow71@hotmail.com>

From: Caroline La Fleche <missmeow71@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:56:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Caroline La Fleche Edouard-Laberge Mercier, QC J6R 0A4
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gina Arens <bga16@comcast.net>

From: Gina Arens <bga16@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:43:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Gina Arens 2801 North Wozniak Road Michigan City, IN 46360
2192291157
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Leslie Siegel <gougherl@bellsouth.net>

From: Leslie Siegel <gougherl@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Leslie Siegel ms. Leslie Siegel 17612 127th Dr N Jupiter, FL 33478 561
602-2451
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathy Shimata <kshimata@hawaiiantel.net>

From: Kathy Shimata <kshimata@hawaiiantel.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:37:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Kathy Shimata 3453 Pawaina St Honolulu, HI 96822 8089882540
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Patricia Teles <patriciamteles12@gmail.com>

From: Patricia Teles <patriciamteles12@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:31:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, miss Patricia Teles Rua Circular do Monte Rei, nº80 Runa, Torres Vedras,
ot 2565-713
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tami b." <tamagochi77@freenet.de>

From: "tami b." <tamagochi77@freenet.de>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:46:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, tami b. saarstr. FDS, ot 72250
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Despina M. Andrelus" <Shilohbloo@msn.com>

From: "Despina M. Andrelus" <Shilohbloo@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:52:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. "A righteous man regards the life of animals." - PROVERBS 12:10; "If you have men
who will exclude any of God's creatures from the shelter of compassion & pity, you will have
men who will deal likewise with their fellow men." - ST. FRANCIS OF ASSISI; "I am in favor of
animal rights as well as human rights. That is the way of a whole human being." – PRESIDENT
ABRAHAM LINCOLN; "Never, never be afraid to do what's right, especially if the well-being of a
person or animal is at stake. Society's punishments are small compared to the wounds we inflict
on our soul when we look the other way." – MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.; "I hope to make
people realize how totally helpless animals are, how dependent on us, trusting as a child must
that we will be kind and take care of their needs... (They) are an obligation put on us, a
responsibility we have no rights to neglect, nor to violate by cruelty...." - JAMES HARRIOT; "The
greatness of a nation & its moral progress can be judged by the way its animals are treated... I
hold that the more helpless a creature, the more entitled it is to protection of man from the
cruelty of man." - MAHATMA GANDHI Thank you, Ms. Despina M. Andrelus 996 Miraflores
Drive Corona, CA 92882 9512716851
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lesley Blissett <blissettlesley@gmail.com>

From: Lesley Blissett <blissettlesley@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:22:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Lesley Blissett Rockvilla, Camustiel Applecross By Strathcarron, ot
IV54 8LT 01520744435
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

MaryGrace Brown <gsplover2@optonline.net>

From: MaryGrace Brown <gsplover2@optonline.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:45:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs MaryGrace Brown 107 Mount Sinai Ave Mount Sinai, NY 11766 (631)
627-9154
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tracy Nguyen <tracytn@gmail.com>

From: Tracy Nguyen <tracytn@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:52:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Tracy Nguyen 834 Ramona Ave Albany, CA 94706 5555555555
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Clare McQueen <clare2904@gmail.com>

From: Clare McQueen <clare2904@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:56:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Clare McQueen Rue Cote Pierrefonds, QC H9H 2Y4
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Patricia Garofano <pgarofano@optonline.net>

From: Patricia Garofano <pgarofano@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:14:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Patricia Garofano 69 Stonyridge Drive Lincoln Park, NJ 07035
9737067114
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Shirley Corlett <secorlett@manx.net>

From: Shirley Corlett <secorlett@manx.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:20:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Shirley Corlett Clenagh Road Ramsey, ot IM7 3AB
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sonja Plaschka <sonja.plaschka@gmail.com>

From: Sonja Plaschka <sonja.plaschka@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:10:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Sonja Plaschka 1 Plain Road Folkestone, ot CT20 2QF
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Patricia Hoeck <Patricia@dyreglad.dk>

From: Patricia Hoeck <Patricia@dyreglad.dk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:40:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Patricia Hoeck Hoemvej Ringsted, AL 4100 61384900
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Johneth Santangelo <unicorns121508@gmail.com>

From: Johneth Santangelo <unicorns121508@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:41:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Johneth Santangelo 1788 Victory Hwy Coventry, RI 02816
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

desanka sandulovic <love.respect.animals.com@gmail.com>

From: desanka sandulovic <love.respect.animals.com@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:58:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, desanka sandulovic sv. markovica 23 belgrade, ot 11000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

annamarie jones <annamariejones1@hotmail.com>

From: annamarie jones <annamariejones1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:18:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms. annamarie jones general delivery alturas, CA 96101 5305690643
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Thanh Tran <tran.teach@gmail.com>

From: Thanh Tran <tran.teach@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:44:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Thanh Tran 2885 Morning Pond Ln. Dickinson, TX 77539
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

M V <Shelovesweets@gmail.com>

From: M V <Shelovesweets@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:15:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, M V G st Sf, CA 94109
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pj Sherrow <Neikopuppy64@gmail.com>

From: Pj Sherrow <Neikopuppy64@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:47:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Pj Sherrow 5674 Shannon place lane Dublin, OH 43016
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Angie Vega <Angie_vega73@hotmail.com>

From: Angie Vega <Angie_vega73@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:00:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Angie Vega 3400 Beaumont park dr East Lansing, MI 48823 3137078363
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Priscilla Gallou <priscillawillynina@gmail.com>

From: Priscilla Gallou <priscillawillynina@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:26:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mme Priscilla Gallou 1 rue des sentes Hermanville sur mer FRANCE, ot
14880
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Theresa Thornburg <tlc4uctc@gmail.com>

From: Theresa Thornburg <tlc4uctc@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:42:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Theresa Thornburg 419 Little John Mary Esther, FL 32569
3043008460
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michele Cambere <michelecambere78@gmail.com>

From: Michele Cambere <michelecambere78@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:02:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Michele Cambere 341 Archer Road Mahopac, NY 10541 845-803-
6666
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anne Prost <monta7@orange.fr>

From: Anne Prost <monta7@orange.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:55:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Anne Prost Jean Teyssier 5 Montalivet, FL 33930 0000000000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

s Williams <footprint.williams@gmail.com>

From: s Williams <footprint.williams@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:52:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. s Williams 10 Homestead Road HATFIELD, AZ en5 4hg
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

kathy clark <kclark@bournewood.com>

From: kathy clark <kclark@bournewood.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:44:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms kathy clark 3 colonial rd medway, MA 02053 774-210-0998



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pamela Lebowitz <Plebowitz963@gmail.com>

From: Pamela Lebowitz <Plebowitz963@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:07:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Pamela Lebowitz 350 Main St N. #338 Stillwater, MN 55082
6514390353
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michelle Wilson <mitzwilson1969@gmail.com>

From: Michelle Wilson <mitzwilson1969@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:04:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Michelle Wilson 3125 39th Avenue Evans, CO 80620 9708156800
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gaile Carr <bgcarr@finestplanet.com>

From: Gaile Carr <bgcarr@finestplanet.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:37:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mrs Gaile Carr 1821 eddy dr mount shasta, CA 96067 5309264923



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kevin Henry <k@severian.com>

From: Kevin Henry <k@severian.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:11:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Kevin Henry 8068 Lake Place Carmel, CA 93923 650-291-6562
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Iliyana Pavlova <pavlova_iliyana@hotmail.com>

From: Iliyana Pavlova <pavlova_iliyana@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:27:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Iliyana Pavlova Vila Universitaria 2 Building: Q, Apartment: 707 Bellaterra,
Cerdanyola, ot 08193 +34642475915
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

lo gadeyne <laurence.gadeyne@gmail.com>

From: lo gadeyne <laurence.gadeyne@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:46:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms lo gadeyne avenue du condor bxl, ot 1080
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Allan Booyjzsen <allan911@telkomsa.net>

From: Allan Booyjzsen <allan911@telkomsa.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:54:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. There are enough organisations around that can give facts on conservation. It is
disgusting that Trump has picked on an endangered species. Mr. Winchell and the Department
of the Interior, must help protect endangered animals. Thank you, Mr. Allan Booyjzsen 512
University Drive Chrisville Mishawaka, IN 46545
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elena Burankova <savik06@gmail.com>

From: Elena Burankova <savik06@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:18:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Elena Burankova Ryaznskiy prospekt 76 Moscow, ot 109542
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jeannine Edelblut <jeannine.edelblut@gmail.com>

From: Jeannine Edelblut <jeannine.edelblut@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:52:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Jeannine Edelblut 4822 NE 11th ave Portland, OR 97211
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kristin Lewis <maryjane713@gmail.com>

From: Kristin Lewis <maryjane713@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:22:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Kristin Lewis PO Box 238 Stafford, TX 77497
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Donna Crapio <donnacapri@outlook.com>

From: Donna Crapio <donnacapri@outlook.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:43:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Donna Crapio 8317 Sunrise Blvd. #703 Citrus Heights, CA 95610
9167268763
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Patricia White <Stoims@gmail.com>

From: Patricia White <Stoims@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:41:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Patricia White 550 WPlumb ln Reno, NV 89509
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tracy Ouellette <tracyjouellette@gmail.com>

From: Tracy Ouellette <tracyjouellette@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:09:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Tracy Ouellette 14078 MacTaggart Ave Bow, WA 98232 3607664490
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Steven Essary <sphynnx@live.com>

From: Steven Essary <sphynnx@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:08:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Steven Essary 6055 Placer West Drive #12 Rocklin, CA 95677
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elaine Hegh <lhegh@verizon.net>

From: Elaine Hegh <lhegh@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:41:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Elaine Hegh 756 Collins Ave Lansdale, PA 19446
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Herta Schloegl <h.schloegl49@gmail.com>

From: Herta Schloegl <h.schloegl49@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:21:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Herta Schloegl Aachener Straße Jülich, ot 52428
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

John Fanai <jfanai@gmail.com>

From: John Fanai <jfanai@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:28:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr John Fanai 14 Sand Point Bay Winnipeg, MB R3W1K1 2044711854
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

tammy brulotte <tammybrulotte@gmail.com>

From: tammy brulotte <tammybrulotte@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:53:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. tammy brulotte 7017 ogden rd calgary, AB T2C 1B5 4032360088
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

colette duriez <colette.duriez@free.fr>

From: colette duriez <colette.duriez@free.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:43:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mme colette duriez 13 rue de la republique brou, IN 28160 608366553
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Vlad Valeanu <vlad@donnamaria.ro>

From: Vlad Valeanu <vlad@donnamaria.ro>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:54:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Vlad Valeanu 27, Cristian Tell str. Bucharest, ot RO-010383
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

DJ Wagner <ltldjw@comcast.net>

From: DJ Wagner <ltldjw@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:40:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, MS DJ Wagner 7740 Shrader Rd Henrico, VA 23228
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lucy Leon <Lucy_465@msn.com>

From: Lucy Leon <Lucy_465@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:28:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Lucy Leon 3084 Fearn Place 2 Bronx, NY 10465 6466965778
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TROPHY HUNTING-WORLDWIDE ANGER AT AMERICA

PETER COLLINS <peter.collins@libertyiu.com>

From: PETER COLLINS <peter.collins@libertyiu.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:13:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: TROPHY HUNTING-WORLDWIDE ANGER AT AMERICA

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, As someone with contacts in the media, I
am well aware that decent human beings all over the world deplore the compassionless,
retarded people who take pleasure firing bullets into living creatures thinking how brave they are
that they have killed a wild animal. If America wants to be regarded as decent and not
backward, it will ensure that it will continue to disallow the importing of these disgusting trophies.
Many millions of people around the world care deeply about issues like this so it is up to you
how you want to be seen by decent people around America and the rest of the world. I am
writing to state my opposition to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting
the international travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that
sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent
attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best
interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as
a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to
promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, PETER COLLINS 20 fenchurch street
London, ot ec3m 3aW
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

andreas vlasiadis <avl5787@gmail.com>

From: andreas vlasiadis <avl5787@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:10:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mr andreas vlasiadis tavros athens-greece, ot 17778
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Terri David <terri_david@bellsouth.net>

From: Terri David <terri_david@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:33:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Terri David 404 Harbor Dr S Venice, FL 34285 9414844769
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sarah Block <sblock@intsoftgels.com>

From: Sarah Block <sblock@intsoftgels.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:15:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Sarah Block 1968 Cass Ave Grand Rapids, MI 49503 6169427712
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nova Jean Corillo <soooper@juno.com>

From: Nova Jean Corillo <soooper@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:29:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Nova Jean Corillo 1323 Destination Lane Virginia Beach, VA 23454
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michelle Robinson <michellerobinson76@sky.com>

From: Michelle Robinson <michellerobinson76@sky.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:44:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Michelle Robinson 19 Leopold Road Ramsgate, ID CT11 7JW
07864812983
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Janelle Pollock <janelle.pollock@gmail.com>

From: Janelle Pollock <janelle.pollock@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:01:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Janelle Pollock 223 5th Des Moines, IA 50315
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Henrietta Novaki <hen76@freemail.hu>

From: Henrietta Novaki <hen76@freemail.hu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:59:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Henrietta Novaki Regi Telep Kazincbarcika, ot 3700
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cathy Neal <rccatsinneed@gmail.com>

From: Cathy Neal <rccatsinneed@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:22:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Cathy Neal 10730 Church St Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 909-477-
2002
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sandra Costa <sandracrystyna@hotmail.com>

From: Sandra Costa <sandracrystyna@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:01:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, DR Sandra Costa NY NY NY, NY 10035
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elaine Longo <elongo329@gmail.com>

From: Elaine Longo <elongo329@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Elaine Longo 3031 NE 51 St. #404 Apt 404 Fort Lauderdale, FL 33308
9545356311
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

ELVONIE GEORGE <elvonie@netzero.net>

From: ELVONIE GEORGE <elvonie@netzero.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. ELVONIE GEORGE 2696 N 200 E LOGAN, UT 84341 9734616210
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Irene Bucko <icbucko13@verizon.net>

From: Irene Bucko <icbucko13@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:49:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Irene Bucko 13 Henry Ave Collegeville, PA 19426
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Barbara Nozzi <bnozzi@frontier.com>

From: Barbara Nozzi <bnozzi@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:26:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Barbara Nozzi 11533 Old River Road Rockton, IL 61072
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Meaghann Fisher <meaghannfisher@icloud.com>

From: Meaghann Fisher <meaghannfisher@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:25:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Joshua Winchell, I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of
the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy
hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science
is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species.
The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising
the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Best Regards, Meaghann Mandille
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Neethu Krishna <neethuaksln9491@gmail.com>

From: Neethu Krishna <neethuaksln9491@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:56:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Protect Animals Neethu Krishna Thattathumalap Kilimanoor
Thiruvananthapuram, ot 695614 Manalethupacha
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christina Raptis <cmh318@gmail.com>

From: Christina Raptis <cmh318@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:13:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Christina Raptis 4 Deepdale Drive Commack, NY 11725
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sandy Norris <sansan1125@att.net>

From: Sandy Norris <sansan1125@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:25:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Sandy Norris 332 N College Dr Cedartown, GA 30125 (256) 266-3011
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

B Lash <horsingaround2@verizon.net>

From: B Lash <horsingaround2@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:26:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, B Lash Po box 423 Odessa, FL 33556
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Denis SIBERDT <cyberdtdenis@scarlet.be>

From: Denis SIBERDT <cyberdtdenis@scarlet.be>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:02:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Denis SIBERDT P. De Waetstraat 2 wemmel, ot 01780

Denis SIBERDT <cyberdtdenis@scarlet.be>

From: Denis SIBERDT <cyberdtdenis@scarlet.be>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:03:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Denis SIBERDT P. De Waetstraat 2 wemmel, ot 01780
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Annamaria Szayer <annamaria.szayer@gmail.com>

From: Annamaria Szayer <annamaria.szayer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:30:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Annamaria Szayer 16 Hajnóczy József utca Budapest, ot 1122
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Roberta Sangster <bertsangster@gmail.com>

From: Roberta Sangster <bertsangster@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:12:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Roberta Sangster 409 East Williamsburg Road Sandston, VA 23150
8047375836
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Deb Guay <dddsguay@live.ca>

From: Deb Guay <dddsguay@live.ca>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:42:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Deb Guay 13026 CTY Rd #21 Colborne, ot K0K1S0
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mary Tarallo <esfarms@gmail.com>

From: Mary Tarallo <esfarms@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:38:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Mary Tarallo 10331 N 1000 W DeMotte, IN 46310 2198982279
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Philip Boccia <Fairlane32@gmail.com>

From: Philip Boccia <Fairlane32@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:31:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Philip Boccia 75 Lincoln Ave New Hyde Park, NY 11040
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Josephine Bellaccomo <jo@movethemessage.com>

From: Josephine Bellaccomo <jo@movethemessage.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:54:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Josephine Bellaccomo 1649 Treat Ave San Francisco, CA 94110
4157245785
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Billy Holliday <blackwtr@blackwaterllc.com>

From: Billy Holliday <blackwtr@blackwaterllc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:07:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr Billy Holliday PO Box 606 AYNOR, SC 29511 8433588300



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Regine Ruelle <reginersl@gmail.com>

From: Regine Ruelle <reginersl@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:17:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Regine Ruelle Ultramar 97 Jávea, ot 03730
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kris Rhood <KrisRude@gmail.com>

From: Kris Rhood <KrisRude@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:11:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Kris Rhood 1004 Woodland Avenue, 4 4 Sharon Hill, PA 19079
6108094347
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Holly E <holly.cats5@gmail.com>

From: Holly E <holly.cats5@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:16:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Holly E 2270 Azure St Eugene, OR 97401
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathy Govreau <rambozhouse@verizon.net>

From: Kathy Govreau <rambozhouse@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:22:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Kathy Govreau 9853 Lanning Lane Morongo Valley, CA 92256 760-
363-0022
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

M Roe <mfr3@westchetergov.com>

From: M Roe <mfr3@westchetergov.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:30:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs M Roe 3006 Morgan Dr Carmel, NY 10512
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elena De Fanis <twinelena@gmail.com>

From: Elena De Fanis <twinelena@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:42:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr Elena De Fanis Via Don Moletta 1 Vaprio D'Adda, ot 20069



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elisa Romero i Santin <ers_1705@hotmail.com>

From: Elisa Romero i Santin <ers_1705@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:47:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Elisa Romero i Santin 5 T S, ID 0



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen Harcombe <khamethyst2@gmail.com>

From: Karen Harcombe <khamethyst2@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:00:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Karen Harcombe 464 leigh road Auckland, ot 0985 221238843



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Wendy Goetz <wgoetz@getthenet.com>

From: Wendy Goetz <wgoetz@getthenet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:09:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Wendy Goetz 2 Woodlea Lane Briarcliff Manor, NY 10510 9178334014
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Laurie Vallens <Lvallens5@gmail.com>

From: Laurie Vallens <Lvallens5@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:54:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Laurie Vallens 1050 Pineridge Dr. Cambria, CA 93428



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ellen van Velzen <m.rohof@quicknet.nl>

From: Ellen van Velzen <m.rohof@quicknet.nl>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:40:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ellen van Velzen Langeweer Andijk, ot 1619DR
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Janna Nethers <Bloomingwiskersandwheels@cox.net>

From: Janna Nethers <Bloomingwiskersandwheels@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:39:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Me. Janna Nethers 292 Fancrest Street Henderson, NV 89052
6196029357
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

nadine vergilia <nvergilia@peoplepc.com>

From: nadine vergilia <nvergilia@peoplepc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:56:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, nadine vergilia 6205 quail hollow austin, TX 78750
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

elizabeth ferrari <elizabeth@savinganimalsviaeducation.org>

From: elizabeth ferrari <elizabeth@savinganimalsviaeducation.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:25:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. elizabeth ferrari 1060 Trojan Run Drive, Soddy-Daisy, TN, United
States Soddy-Daisy, TN 37379 4238830314
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Liane McFetridge <liane.mcfetridge@tgbl.com>

From: Liane McFetridge <liane.mcfetridge@tgbl.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:42:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Liane McFetridge Merton Ave Northolt, ot UB5 4QF
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

ljubica landeka <pt.ljubica@orion.rs>

From: ljubica landeka <pt.ljubica@orion.rs>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:45:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms ljubica landeka Dr Kasapinovic 24 Pancevo, ot 26000



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathy Chakoutis <chakoutis@comcast.net>

From: Kathy Chakoutis <chakoutis@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:53:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Kathy Chakoutis 7 Heron Lane Hopedale, MA 01747 (508) 634-8419



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

chris Williams <chriswilliams24@btinternet.com>

From: chris Williams <chriswilliams24@btinternet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:38:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mrs chris Williams Waundaniel Pontardawe swansea, ot SA8 3HR
01792864820
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hana Lukacovicova <HanaL@centrum.sk>

From: Hana Lukacovicova <HanaL@centrum.sk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:34:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Hana Lukacovicova Skolska vinosady, ot 90201
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Edgar Schneider <hansachsthegreat@juno.com>

From: Edgar Schneider <hansachsthegreat@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:52:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. As a person of faith, I oppose killing any of God's creatures for pride and greed. Thank
you, Mr. Edgar Schneider 2014 McNutt Road Augusta, GA 30906 706-790-1372
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Stop the formation of the International "Wildlife Conservation" Council

Christina Williams <cmwfey@gmail.com>

From: Christina Williams <cmwfey@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:09:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International "Wildlife Conservation"
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International "Wildlife Conservation" Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole, which in turn
threatens the food chain and natural balance. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to
form this council and instead to promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Christina
Williams 2050 Rodney Drive #6 Los Angeles, CA 90027 8182693097
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tunde Komjathy <asset.komjathy@gmail.com>

From: Tunde Komjathy <asset.komjathy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:55:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Msr Tunde Komjathy Hermina Budapest, ot 1146
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Judy Rees <judrees@hotmail.com>

From: Judy Rees <judrees@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:17:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Judy Rees 36 Margaret Ave Glenalta, VT 05052
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Claudia Cinardo <ccinardo@gmail.com>

From: Claudia Cinardo <ccinardo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:47:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Claudia Cinardo 45 West 67th street #19c Ny, NY 10023
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Thomas <susan.m.thomas1@gmail.com>

From: Susan Thomas <susan.m.thomas1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:18:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Susan Thomas Elmslea House Bentham Lane Purton Stoke Swindon,
ot SN5 4HZ 01793778007
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Barbara McAlister <Bpm_22@hotmail.com>

From: Barbara McAlister <Bpm_22@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:40:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Barbara McAlister 10879 Via Lombardia #2008 San Diego, CA 92129
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Donna Quigley <donnaquigley@hotmail.com>

From: Donna Quigley <donnaquigley@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:27:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Donna Quigley 31-32 Ely Place London, ot EC1N 6TD
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

maria sagarzazu <sagarzazu@gmail.com>

From: maria sagarzazu <sagarzazu@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:09:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, maria sagarzazu 1 western ave Brighton, MA 02135
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Seralyn Fields <seralyn@comcast.net>

From: Seralyn Fields <seralyn@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:12:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Seralyn Fields 14180 Quail Acres Saratoga, CA 95070 14086887548
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Toni Siegrist <tsiegrist12@comcast.net>

From: Toni Siegrist <tsiegrist12@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:40:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Toni Siegrist 12 Commonwealth Avenue Boston, MA 02116 617-236-
0079



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Noëlla Bryssinck" <noella.bryssinck@gmail.com>

From: "Noëlla Bryssinck" <noella.bryssinck@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:37:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mrs Noëlla Bryssinck Aldea de las Cuevas 149 (buzon 114) Benidoleig, ot
03759 633746956
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen Friederich <flowerpowercats@hotmail.com>

From: Karen Friederich <flowerpowercats@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:39:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Karen Friederich Dersumer Straße 21 Walchum, ot 26907
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Poorman <susanpoorman73@gmail.com>

From: Susan Poorman <susanpoorman73@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:15:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Susan Poorman 942 Marlinton Court San Jose, CA 95120 408-323-1245
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pam Rempala <prempala@marlo-inc.com>

From: Pam Rempala <prempala@marlo-inc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:34:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mrs Pam Rempala 6715 white birch ct racine, WI 53402 2622211139
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lunardi Yap <fxlunardiyap@gmail.com>

From: Lunardi Yap <fxlunardiyap@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:07:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Lunardi Yap MT Haryono 50 Purbalingga, ot 53312
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michelle Schmitt-DeBonis <schmittdebonism@gmail.com>

From: Michelle Schmitt-DeBonis <schmittdebonism@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:51:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Michelle Schmitt-DeBonis 13 Lenox Avenue Milltown, NJ 08850
19739970346
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Suzanne Potvin <mollie.sp@gmail.com>

From: Suzanne Potvin <mollie.sp@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:14:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Suzanne Potvin 9000 Mcfarlane Denman, BC V0R1T0
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Merrie Thornburg <merriethorn@gmail.com>

From: Merrie Thornburg <merriethorn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:07:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Merrie Thornburg 100 S Council St Attica, IN 47918
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alex McCulloch <Amcculloch11213@gmail.com>

From: Alex McCulloch <Amcculloch11213@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:53:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Alex McCulloch 4421 Old Vincennes rd Floyds Knobs, IN 47119
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nina Flateng <ninaflateng@gmail.com>

From: Nina Flateng <ninaflateng@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:40:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Nina Flateng 611 e San Jose ave Burbank, CA 91501
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

phyllis attanasio <lilywhite2@midtel.net>

From: phyllis attanasio <lilywhite2@midtel.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:13:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs phyllis attanasio 1525 Scotch Ridge Road schenectady, NY 12306
5187035693
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Spencer Badger <spencer.badger@uqconnect.edu.au>

From: Spencer Badger <spencer.badger@uqconnect.edu.au>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:13:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Spencer Badger 123 Private St Mount Private Hobart, ot 7007
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Helen Kolins <pskesq@optonline.net>

From: Helen Kolins <pskesq@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:08:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Helen Kolins 187 High Farms Rd Glen Head, NY 11545 516 759-2060
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Denise Kobylarz <denisekoby@optonline.net>

From: Denise Kobylarz <denisekoby@optonline.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:08:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Denise Kobylarz 313 Newark Pompton Tpke Pequannock, NJ 07440
973-633-1975
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sally Hodson <sallyhodson@wildhaven.com>

From: Sally Hodson <sallyhodson@wildhaven.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:09:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Sally Hodson P.O. Box 409 Olga, WA 98279
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nola Oneill <georgiecat@virginmedia.com>

From: Nola Oneill <georgiecat@virginmedia.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:59:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Nola Oneill 37 Glasgow, ot G413ax
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

John Teevan <jptrugger@gmail.com>

From: John Teevan <jptrugger@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:28:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. John Teevan 171 South Lake Drive Red Bank, NJ 07701 6199489440
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elizabeth Umlas <lizumlas@hotmail.com>

From: Elizabeth Umlas <lizumlas@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:14:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Elizabeth Umlas 41 Route de Tranchepied Borex, ot 1277
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Hoskam <susanhoskam@onzepost.info>

From: Susan Hoskam <susanhoskam@onzepost.info>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:11:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Susan Hoskam t Bussche Kempke 13 Ammerzoden, the Netherlands, ot
12345
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Isabelle Peere <isabelle.peere@skynet.be>

From: Isabelle Peere <isabelle.peere@skynet.be>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:51:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Prof Isabelle Peere Gustave 4 Rhode, ot 1640
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Angela Werner <anrizzo@indiana.edu>

From: Angela Werner <anrizzo@indiana.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:44:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Angela Werner 5522 grassy bank drive Indianapolis, IN 46237
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Regina Hogendoorn <regina.hogendoorn@hotmail.com>

From: Regina Hogendoorn <regina.hogendoorn@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:27:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Regina Hogendoorn Loosduinsekade Den Haag, ot 2571 BM
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kim Garside <kimgarside@gmail.com>

From: Kim Garside <kimgarside@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Kim Garside 481 East Green Haven Dr Midvale, UT 84047
8016042499
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diane Corrigan <dianecorrigan@comcast.net>

From: Diane Corrigan <dianecorrigan@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:41:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Diane Corrigan 8533 MARCREST DR Shelby Township, MI 48316
5866124534
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Marinda Boëchat" <marindab98@gmail.com>

From: "Marinda Boëchat" <marindab98@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:43:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Marinda Boëchat Reach road Brooklin, ME 04616



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Klod Binette <klod@cybercoltd.com>

From: Klod Binette <klod@cybercoltd.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:00:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Klod Binette 1469 Norway Rd Perth Road Village, ON K0H 2L0
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lisa Jones <lajones01@hotmail.co.uk>

From: Lisa Jones <lajones01@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:55:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Lisa Jones 2 Dundasvale Court Glasgow, ot G4 0DF
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sarah Bradshaw <aluvmuffin@gmail.com>

From: Sarah Bradshaw <aluvmuffin@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:56:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Sarah Bradshaw 2976 NE East Devils Lake Road Otis, OR 97368
5419921037
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mary Morris <mary@morris.law>

From: Mary Morris <mary@morris.law>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:08:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Mary Morris 777 S Flagler Drive Suite 800-West West Palm Beach, FL
33401 561-838-9811
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Paula Abisognio <abisogniop@hotmail.com>

From: Paula Abisognio <abisogniop@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:09:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Paula Abisognio Woodbury Rd. Woodbury, NY 11797
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Grace Diemand <gden20@msn.com>

From: Grace Diemand <gden20@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:50:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Grace Diemand 34 Redbrook Harbor Rd B43 Cataumet, MA 02534
5085645649
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Edwin Colberg <edwincolberg@hotmail.com>

From: Edwin Colberg <edwincolberg@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:03:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Edwin Colberg 160 Los Mirtos San Juan, PR 00927



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anne Moeller <afmoeller@mac.com>

From: Anne Moeller <afmoeller@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:03:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Anne Moeller grurupvej 9 bedsted thy, ot 7755
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elzbieta Beck <koszmir@toya.net.pl>

From: Elzbieta Beck <koszmir@toya.net.pl>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:49:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Elzbieta Beck 112 Eyrescroft Peterborough, ot PE38EU
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Frances Gallante <thecats9@verizon.net>

From: Frances Gallante <thecats9@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:21:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Frances Gallante 13Wilson blvd Poughkeepsie, NY 12603 8454546308
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Hoskam <susanhoskam@onzepost.info>

From: Susan Hoskam <susanhoskam@onzepost.info>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:11:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Susan Hoskam t Bussche Kempke 13 Ammerzoden, the Netherlands, ot
12345
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

filippo garofalo <fgarofa@gmail.com>

From: filippo garofalo <fgarofa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:04:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. filippo garofalo v. m. prestinari 8 milan, ot 20158
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karolina Absolonova <karolina.absolonova@seznam.cz>

From: Karolina Absolonova <karolina.absolonova@seznam.cz>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:17:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Karolina Absolonova Vysehradska 7 Praha 2, ot 12800
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sarah Sederstrom <ssederstrom@comcast.net>

From: Sarah Sederstrom <ssederstrom@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:06:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Sarah Sederstrom 8700 Jeffrey Ave N Stillwater, MN 55082
6513536220
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

benoit ayotte <clanloups@hotmail.com>

From: benoit ayotte <clanloups@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:31:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, benoit ayotte cp12 ny, NY 12345
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Milewski <ngrundquist@gmail.com>

From: Nancy Milewski <ngrundquist@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:13:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Nancy Milewski 8391 Johnson Street Pembroke Pines, FL 33024
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Janey Simpson <ian.m.simpson@btinternet.com>

From: Janey Simpson <ian.m.simpson@btinternet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:18:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Janey Simpson 69 NP Dearham Maryport, ot CA15 7ED
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Salome Argyropoulos <salomesathyasai@gmail.com>

From: Salome Argyropoulos <salomesathyasai@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:41:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Salome Argyropoulos Grace Park Ave Vic, ot 3171 0395746987
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Victoria Regina <victoriaregina1952@gmail.com>

From: Victoria Regina <victoriaregina1952@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:46:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Victoria Regina 3704 Ladera Drive NW Apt. 405 Albuquerque, NM
87120 5032587562
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elaine Carlitz <husolitz5@gmail.com>

From: Elaine Carlitz <husolitz5@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:20:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Elaine Carlitz 3090 Stonegate Drive Alamo, CA 94057 925-935-5465
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Brigitta MacMillan <bmacm@hotmail.com>

From: Brigitta MacMillan <bmacm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:23:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Brigitta MacMillan 27 Fiveways Rise Deal, ot CT14 9QN 123-456-
7890
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

shirley swan <starryshirley@hotmail.co.uk>

From: shirley swan <starryshirley@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:59:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms shirley swan 84 station road birmingham, ot b14 7sr
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jamal Khan <jamal_m_khan@hotmail.com>

From: Jamal Khan <jamal_m_khan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:16:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jamal Khan 1155 Elm Avenue #10 Glendale, CA 91201
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Katha Kerr <kathakerr@telus.net>

From: Katha Kerr <kathakerr@telus.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:20:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Katha Kerr 5846 Aberdeen Street Surrey, BC V3S 4W2



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Oksana Brodie <jetskibm@iafrica.com>

From: Oksana Brodie <jetskibm@iafrica.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:42:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mrs Oksana Brodie 3 Stellenbosch Place Northcliff Northcliff Sarasota, FL
32344 828291847
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pauline Buxton <pauline@amw-services.org.uk>

From: Pauline Buxton <pauline@amw-services.org.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:37:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Pauline Buxton 15 Oddfellows Terrace Moreton in Marsh, ot GL56 0HA
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

TRACY RICHINS <tr@wheelerslaw.co.uk>

From: TRACY RICHINS <tr@wheelerslaw.co.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:26:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, MRS TRACY RICHINS 15 KNIGHTS ROAD FARNHAM, ot GU9 9BX
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anna Brewer <annekea1@hotmail.com>

From: Anna Brewer <annekea1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:48:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Anna Brewer PO Box 331 7 Phoenix, AZ 85610 5058843211
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

francis mastri <famastri@me.com>

From: francis mastri <famastri@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:19:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, francis mastri 87 jones west haven, CT 06516 2034798777
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Katarzyna Her <Herka3@tlen.pl>

From: Katarzyna Her <Herka3@tlen.pl>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:20:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Katarzyna Her Commercial Bradford, ot Bd8 7jj
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jan Annoot <janannoot@btinternet.com>

From: Jan Annoot <janannoot@btinternet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:43:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Jan Annoot 12 St Davids Close Whitstable, ot CT5 1QD 01227273741
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mita Chakraborti <mitachakraborti@gmail.com>

From: Mita Chakraborti <mitachakraborti@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:31:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Mita Chakraborti 7701 Rialto Blvd Austin, TX 78735 5125778199
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Brett Dennison <brettwd6@gmail.com>

From: Brett Dennison <brettwd6@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:21:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Brett Dennison 12622 Haster St Garden Grove, CA 92840 7149711956



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Leticia Pereira <Shanook74@gmail.com>

From: Leticia Pereira <Shanook74@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:39:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Leticia Pereira 2811 regatta dr. Oakland, CA 94601
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michaela Treffil <treffil@hotmail.com>

From: Michaela Treffil <treffil@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:50:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Michaela Treffil Stimbergstraße 172 Oer-Erkenschwick, ot 45739
1722789425
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Margaret Lockyear <lockyear@bigpond.com>

From: Margaret Lockyear <lockyear@bigpond.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:12:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Margaret Lockyear 33 Carter Road York, ot 6302 0418927160



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Reevyn Aronson <reevyn@comcast.net>

From: Reevyn Aronson <reevyn@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:34:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Reevyn Aronson 2802 Medford Ave. Redwood City, CA 94061
0000000000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christie Ulrich <Cpilcheru@gmail.com>

From: Christie Ulrich <Cpilcheru@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:50:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Christie Ulrich 329 Dan’s Hwy New Canaan, CT 06840
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cynthia Webster <cwebster@kcbx.net>

From: Cynthia Webster <cwebster@kcbx.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:36:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Cynthia Webster 4579 San Anselmo Rd Atascadero, CA 93422 805
296-0547
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

joanna miloszewska <joannam@coi.waw.pl>

From: joanna miloszewska <joannam@coi.waw.pl>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:34:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. joanna miloszewska czumy warsaw, ot 01355
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lnda Bernhardt <linbernhardt@gmail.com>

From: Lnda Bernhardt <linbernhardt@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:09:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Lnda Bernhardt 704 Foss Rd Talent, OR 97540
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marty Harrison <Kennelkeeper@att.net>

From: Marty Harrison <Kennelkeeper@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:02:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Marty Harrison 6749 Mount ZionRd. Carrollton, RI 30182 7708362953
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Annette Richardson <annetter@staffroom.co.za>

From: Annette Richardson <annetter@staffroom.co.za>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:45:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Annette Richardson 7 Naomi Street Florida, ot 1709
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rachel Govender <Rachel.Govender@sasol.com>

From: Rachel Govender <Rachel.Govender@sasol.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:21:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Rachel Govender P O box 1630, Sundowner Johannesburg, ot 02161
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Florence Miller <livlybreezer@outlook.com>

From: Florence Miller <livlybreezer@outlook.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:14:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Florence Miller 2369 VIA MARIPOSA E UNIT 3F Laguna Woods, CA
92637 9498301068
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Laetitia Rodriguez <laeti1885@hotmail.com>

From: Laetitia Rodriguez <laeti1885@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:10:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss. Laetitia Rodriguez Po Box 25250 Miami, FL 33102
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Craig Asbury <craigleenew@gmail.com>

From: Craig Asbury <craigleenew@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:34:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Craig Asbury 71 Oak Park Guthrie, OK 73044 4052296801
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Benjamin Schwartz <bdschwartz@scu.edu>

From: Benjamin Schwartz <bdschwartz@scu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:53:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Benjamin Schwartz Arbol Way San Jose, CA 95126
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lee Kemp <kemp.leonie@gmail.com>

From: Lee Kemp <kemp.leonie@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:02:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Lee Kemp P.O. Box 3 Hornsby, NB 1630
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marleen Neus <marleen.neus@telenet.be>

From: Marleen Neus <marleen.neus@telenet.be>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:18:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Marleen Neus Kapellestraat 55 55 Zele, DC 20510
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"claire sacré" <sacre.claire@skynet.be>

From: "claire sacré" <sacre.claire@skynet.be>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:25:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mrs claire sacré drijtap 32 genk, ot 3600 0032351873
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nadia Magistrelli <magistrelli.nadia@hotmail.com>

From: Nadia Magistrelli <magistrelli.nadia@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:13:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Nadia Magistrelli Jan Moonsstraat 53 Wommelgem, ot 2160
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Summer Devlin <hdevlin1@att.net>

From: Summer Devlin <hdevlin1@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:28:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Summer Devlin 330 Kenzel Court Merritt Island, FL 32953 3213056397
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Becky Lechner <kiasmommy@gmail.com>

From: Becky Lechner <kiasmommy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:26:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Becky Lechner 74 Baldwin St # 2 Binghamton, NY 13903
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"M. Cecilia Correia" <mcorreia@rci.rutgers.edu>

From: "M. Cecilia Correia" <mcorreia@rci.rutgers.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:14:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms M. Cecilia Correia 1350 North Ave Elizabeth, NJ 07208 9083919287
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sylvie bogaers <bogaerssylvie@gmail.com>

From: Sylvie bogaers <bogaerssylvie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:18:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mme Sylvie bogaers 7 bis r quesnay Méré, ot 78490
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Najma Cole <ncole@compusart.ab.ca>

From: Najma Cole <ncole@compusart.ab.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:55:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Najma Cole 9602-96A St Morinville, AB T8R1H7 7809395215
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rebecca Taylor <beckyelevendogs@gmail.com>

From: Rebecca Taylor <beckyelevendogs@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:54:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Rebecca Taylor 302 N 4th St Clinton, IN 47842 812-241-4734
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

sany mimire <thelamiss1976@gmail.com>

From: sany mimire <thelamiss1976@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:37:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. sany mimire 536 route de gama toul, ot 54200
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alison Yates <aliandgeoff@aligeoffyates.plus.com>

From: Alison Yates <aliandgeoff@aligeoffyates.plus.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:16:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Alison Yates 23 union st Bolton, ot BL7 9SP
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Andrews <nandrews60@gmail.com>

From: Nancy Andrews <nandrews60@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:52:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Nancy Andrews 7395 w Blandford Drive Tucson, AZ 85743
5209905845
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cathy McDow <cathy.nawic@gmail.com>

From: Cathy McDow <cathy.nawic@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:11:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Cathy McDow 603 Woodway Ln Richardson, TX 75081



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rick Sparks <rsparkle@pacbell.net>

From: Rick Sparks <rsparkle@pacbell.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:10:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Rick Sparks 4634 Beck Avenue Toluca Lake, CA 91602 8185551212
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"M.T. Lovejoy" <dandyboy2001@live.com>

From: "M.T. Lovejoy" <dandyboy2001@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:15:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. M.T. Lovejoy PO Box 286 Woodbury, CT 06798 2035868727
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Benoît Cobut" <bencobut@gmail.com>

From: "Benoît Cobut" <bencobut@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:19:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Benoît Cobut Avenue Sergent Vrithoff, 141 B33 Namur, ot 5000



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lauryn Younge <lyounge@scu.edu>

From: Lauryn Younge <lyounge@scu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Lauryn Younge 9523 Broken Oak Blvd. Jacksonville, FL 32257
9043023808



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

joyce kolasa <petsheaven4@gmail.com>

From: joyce kolasa <petsheaven4@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:19:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms joyce kolasa 33408 hwy 190 Springville, CA 93265 (559)539-1912
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Krasimira Buyuklieva <krassi.bg@gmail.com>

From: Krasimira Buyuklieva <krassi.bg@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:08:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Krasimira Buyuklieva Otetc Paisii St. 85 A Stara Zagora, ot 6000



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alberto Paquola <a_paquola@tin.it>

From: Alberto Paquola <a_paquola@tin.it>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:30:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Alberto Paquola Cannaregio 4080-A Venice, ot 30121



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

mariona novoa fontova <mariona.novoa@gmail.com>

From: mariona novoa fontova <mariona.novoa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:53:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mariona novoa fontova 43 Carrer Sant Genís Vilassar de Mar, ot 08340



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"suzanne o'meara" <suzanneomeara@telkomsa.net>

From: "suzanne o'meara" <suzanneomeara@telkomsa.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:40:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms suzanne o'meara 43 upper rhine rd south africa cape town, ot 80050
0214347338
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Suzanne Beaton <suzanne_beaton@outlook.com>

From: Suzanne Beaton <suzanne_beaton@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:11:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Suzanne Beaton Alexis Pl Pennyburn Beverly Hills, CA 90210



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

daniela vlad <daniela.vlad64@gmail.com>

From: daniela vlad <daniela.vlad64@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:18:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mrs daniela vlad Philippide Alexandru 18 Bucuresti, ot 020467 744386696



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

maryse bazin <veowyn@hotmail.fr>

From: maryse bazin <veowyn@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:25:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mme maryse bazin 15, rue de la gare Mondicourt, ot 62760 0361477124
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bianca Di Meglio <biancadimeglio@gmail.com>

From: Bianca Di Meglio <biancadimeglio@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:10:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Bianca Di Meglio Torriano Avenue 88 FLAT B London, ot NW52SE



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kirsten Dyhr <Ad.kd@os.dk>

From: Kirsten Dyhr <Ad.kd@os.dk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:15:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Kirsten Dyhr Skibbildvej Herning, ot 7400 97161810



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"K. Llewellin" <kredman.cetologist@gmail.com>

From: "K. Llewellin" <kredman.cetologist@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:44:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms K. Llewellin Llwyn Y Brain Rhostryfan, ot LL54 7NN



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

jackie walters <jack1955@live.com>

From: jackie walters <jack1955@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:08:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mrs jackie walters 93 harcourt ave sidcup, ot da159ll 02083060510



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Liana Luciano <liana_l@web.de>

From: Liana Luciano <liana_l@web.de>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:23:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Liana Luciano 121st Street New Castle, CO 81647



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christine Josselin <ch.josselin@orange.fr>

From: Christine Josselin <ch.josselin@orange.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:44:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Christine Josselin 5 Jean Teyssier str Vendays, FL 33930



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joan Wager <Joanwager204@comcast.net>

From: Joan Wager <Joanwager204@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:30:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Joan Wager 109 Cragmont Berkeley, CA 94707 5105486427



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Curzio Bruni <braccino@hotmail.it>

From: Curzio Bruni <braccino@hotmail.it>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:32:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Curzio Bruni Via Martiri dei Lager 94 Perugia, ot 06081
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Lindsey Mathes <lindsey.mathes@gmail.com>

From: Lindsey Mathes <lindsey.mathes@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:20:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject:

Mr. Winchell, 

I am writing to let you know that I'm deeply concerned about the Department of

the Interior's announcement regarding the creation of the  International Wildlife

Conservation Council and am reaching our for your support. The council will give

trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-

making and this is very upsetting. The science is clear that trophy hunting

undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The

Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with

advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

I'm kindly asking for your support in preventing this and taking care of the beautiful

creatures of this world.

Thank you,

Lindsey Mathes, RDN, LDN

Lindsey Mathes Nutrition, LLC

252-649-9636

www.lindseymathesnutrition.com

http://www.lindseymathesnutrition.com/
https://www.instagram.com/lindseymathesnutrition/
https://twitter.com/MathesNutrition
https://www.facebook.com/LindseyMathesNutrition/
https://www.linkedin.com/in/lindseymathes/
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jennifer Stewart <jenistewart1@gmail.com>

From: Jennifer Stewart <jenistewart1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:10:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr Jennifer Stewart 315 Bideford Green Linslade Leighton Buzzard, ot LU7
2TX
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

juan martin <ovejeromartin.ed@gmail.com>

From: juan martin <ovejeromartin.ed@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:01:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mr juan martin avellaneda 632 rosario, ot 20000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Em Alatriste <emyalatriste@gmail.com>

From: Em Alatriste <emyalatriste@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:24:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Em Alatriste South bay 5088 Palm beach, FL 33480



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Chloe Falempin <cloclo042@free.fr>

From: Chloe Falempin <cloclo042@free.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:54:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Chloe Falempin 59 rue Charles de Gaulle Saint-Etienne, ot 42000
0684701025



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Inge Robbroeckx <inge.robbroeckx@skynet.be>

From: Inge Robbroeckx <inge.robbroeckx@skynet.be>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:27:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mss Inge Robbroeckx Uitbreidingsstraat 29 A7 Boom, ot 2850
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

christine stenroos <cms73@optonline.net>

From: christine stenroos <cms73@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:23:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs christine stenroos 9 darling avenue new rochelle, NY 10804
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carol Cresswell <carol@wildlifefineart.com>

From: Carol Cresswell <carol@wildlifefineart.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:14:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Carol Cresswell 120 Fircroft Road Ipswich, ot IP1 6PP



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Emmanuelle Arnold <lachaizelevicomte@btinternet.com>

From: Emmanuelle Arnold <lachaizelevicomte@btinternet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:34:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Emmanuelle Arnold 28 preston Castleford, ot Wf102hq
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bernie Doherty <Bernieodoherty558@gmail.com>

From: Bernie Doherty <Bernieodoherty558@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:54:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Bernie Doherty Wexford Wexford Wexford, ot None
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Debbie Stephens <4dbsdbs@gmail.com>

From: Debbie Stephens <4dbsdbs@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:05:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Debbie Stephens 7625 E. Camelback Rd Scottsdale, AZ 85251
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diny Straatman <dinystra@ziggo.nl>

From: Diny Straatman <dinystra@ziggo.nl>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:44:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Diny Straatman Pastoor van Eijsstraat 34 Geleen, ot 6161 VN
464336522
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tiffany Roberts <tiffanyericaroberts@gmail.com>

From: Tiffany Roberts <tiffanyericaroberts@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:19:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Tiffany Roberts 98 Travertine Dr Pike Road, AL 36064 2563753882
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sarah Chandler <jeanbaggins@gmail.com>

From: Sarah Chandler <jeanbaggins@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:19:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Sarah Chandler 3111 College St #36 Grand Island, NE 68803
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Clare Disano <bearski72@hotmail.com>

From: Clare Disano <bearski72@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:51:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Clare Disano 89 Brentwood Road Brighton, CA BN1 7ET
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Annette Stewart <annettestewart@comcast.net>

From: Annette Stewart <annettestewart@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:13:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Annette Stewart 8517 48th Ct. N.E. Olympia, WA 98516 3604568686
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gordana Barisic <gogo.barisic@gmail.com>

From: Gordana Barisic <gogo.barisic@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:19:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Gordana Barisic Reed Ave Apt. c San Diego, CA 92109
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

eric mauguy <eric.mauguy@orange.fr>

From: eric mauguy <eric.mauguy@orange.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:49:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, m eric mauguy 475 rue wilson tourlaville, ot 50110
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Judy Wilson <judyannewilson@gmail.com>

From: Judy Wilson <judyannewilson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:38:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Judy Wilson 1 anzac pde sydney, ot 2035



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Charlotte ETIENNEY <charlotte.etienney@gmail.com>

From: Charlotte ETIENNEY <charlotte.etienney@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:10:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mlle Charlotte ETIENNEY 1 ter impasse des jardins ARDILLIERES, ot
17290 783621366
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ulrika Glaser Rydberg <Ulrika.g.rydberg@gmail.com>

From: Ulrika Glaser Rydberg <Ulrika.g.rydberg@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:22:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Ulrika Glaser Rydberg Stockholmsv.178 Täby, ot 18736
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Astrid Haigh-Smith <astridhaighsmith@gmail.com>

From: Astrid Haigh-Smith <astridhaighsmith@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:17:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Astrid Haigh-Smith 161 Winchester Rd, Basingstoke, United Kingdom
Basingstoke, ot RG21 8YF
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Yves Garin <garin.yves@neuf.fr>

From: Yves Garin <garin.yves@neuf.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:54:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Yves Garin 22 chemin des eaux vives aix les bains, ot 73100
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kim Haling <Kim.haling1979@gmail.com>

From: Kim Haling <Kim.haling1979@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:46:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Kim Haling Ernest pitonlaan Landen, ot 3400
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kate Gilchrist <kegkeg77@gmail.com>

From: Kate Gilchrist <kegkeg77@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Kate Gilchrist 10 Bynoe Place Page, ot 2614
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elisabeth Richter <richter.elisabeth@aon.at>

From: Elisabeth Richter <richter.elisabeth@aon.at>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:41:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Elisabeth Richter Rohrgasse 3 Baden, ot 25002
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sue schümmer" <suestar_120@msn.com>

From: "sue schümmer" <suestar_120@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:52:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss sue schümmer wagnerstr. 50 Ulm, DE 89077 73114411219
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

jean publieee <jeanpubilc1@gmail.com>

From: jean publieee <jeanpubilc1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:27:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation.why shoiudl general taxpayers pay for hobbiests to go kill animals? why>? The
formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to push their own
agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the
individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the Department of
Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation policies. Thank you,
mr jean publieee 2 main st flemingtoin, NJ 08822 800-879-8676
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Janet Betz <janet_betz@hotmail.com>

From: Janet Betz <janet_betz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:34:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Janet Betz 101 Washington Blvd #819 Stamford, CT 06902
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susie Ngamsuwan <susie.ngamsuwan@gmail.com>

From: Susie Ngamsuwan <susie.ngamsuwan@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:46:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Susie Ngamsuwan 131/75 Moo 5, Garden Villa 1, Soi 12/7, Naklua
Road Soi 12, Naklua Road Banglamung, Chonburi, ot 20150 816630975



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

kathy haverkamp <khaverka@courts.state.ny.us>

From: kathy haverkamp <khaverka@courts.state.ny.us>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:19:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms kathy haverkamp 722 billsboro road geneva, NY 14456 3157895105
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sheila Ganey <Sflockie@gmail.com>

From: Sheila Ganey <Sflockie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:21:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. This is so evil and disgraceful! All
the animals have the right to live! It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and
spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals for the purposes of
trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The
formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to push their own
agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the
individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the Department of
Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation policies. No one
needs an animals head! How demonic and savage! Thank you, Ms Sheila Ganey 1080 San
Miguel Rd-#60 #60 Concord, CA 94518 9259692435
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

sharon West <sharonbucsare1@comcast.net>

From: sharon West <sharonbucsare1@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:11:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, sharon West 116 stonegate dr. Gallatin, TN 37066
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

caroline walters <jack1955@live.com>

From: caroline walters <jack1955@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:11:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, miss caroline walters 93 harcourt ave sidcup, ot da159ll 02083060510
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Brian LaManna <brianlamanna@gmail.com>

From: Brian LaManna <brianlamanna@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:35:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Brian LaManna 3041 Fairhill Dr Collegeville, PA 19426 4842134430
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gabrielle Wright <gabi.wright@hushmail.com>

From: Gabrielle Wright <gabi.wright@hushmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:19:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Gabrielle Wright The Esplanade Peacehaven, ot Bn10 7ht
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I am opposed to the new counsel proposed by the dept of interior , I believe it will
only devastate our wildlife even more

mr45mph <mr45mph@gmail.com>

From: mr45mph <mr45mph@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: I am opposed to the new counsel proposed by the dept of interior ,
I believe it will only devastate our wildlife even more

Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vasgeorgbird@hotmail.com" <vasgeorgbird@hotmail.com>

From: "vasgeorgbird@hotmail.com" <vasgeorgbird@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:14:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, georgikopoulou vasiliki
vasgeorgbird@hotmail.com GR
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"christseekermlh@hotmail.com" <christseekermlh@hotmail.com>

From: "christseekermlh@hotmail.com" <christseekermlh@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:11:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Cannon christseekermlh@hotmail.com
VA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"serina.yang@gmail.com" <serina.yang@gmail.com>

From: "serina.yang@gmail.com" <serina.yang@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:11:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Serina King serina.yang@gmail.com CT US
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Opposed to International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elena Ramos-Velita <elenarv@velita.com>

From: Elena Ramos-Velita <elenarv@velita.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:10:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposed to International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mr Joshua Winchell- I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the
creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters
an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear
that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Thank you. Elena Ramos-Velita
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Madison Segal <maddiesegal@gmail.com>

From: Madison Segal <maddiesegal@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:06:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hello Joshua,
I am reaching out to you today to let you know that I am opposed to the Department of the
Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. This
council's intention is not conservation, but rather to provide trophy hunters with more power in
our government. In light of the recent outcry against Trump's decision to remove the ban on
trophy hunting for elephants, I hope you consider that taxpayers do not want their money to be
put towards promoting this horrible industry. Please feel free to reach out to me if you have any
questions. In the meantime, I'll be sharing this info with my fellow NC citizens. 

Thank you,
Maddie Segal
336.455.3057

https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/animalia/wp/2017/11/15/trophies-from-elephant-hunts-in-zimbabwe-were-banned-in-the-u-s-trump-just-reversed-that/?utm_term=.0cf17f203683
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"chanti@odie.be" <chanti@odie.be>

From: "chanti@odie.be" <chanti@odie.be>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:02:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chantal Buslot chanti@odie.be BE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carrie.ellen.breen@gmail.com" <carrie.ellen.breen@gmail.com>

From: "carrie.ellen.breen@gmail.com" <carrie.ellen.breen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:02:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carrie Breen carrie.ellen.breen@gmail.com
US
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International Trophy Hunting

DWF <dzzallday@gmail.com>

From: DWF <dzzallday@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:02:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Trophy Hunting

Dear Mr. Winchell,

My name is Dutch deCarvalho and I am a Public School Educator in NY State writing to express
my deep concern and strong opposition to the International Wildlife Council and any revisions to
Trophy Hunting regulations and guidelines. There have been repeated studies that trophy
hunting does nothing to help conservation; over the last several decades big game hunting has
been the primary method of conservation - and yet populations continue to drop. Additionally,
trophy hunting incentivizes managers to inflate populate numbers in order to bring in more
money and increase hunting - putting species at continued risk. 

Not only is trophy hunting an ineffective conservation method, to many Americans, myself
included, it is simply morally unacceptable. Many people in this country view it as cruel and
outdated. Americans prefer wildlife watching, small game hunting, bird watching, hiking, and
other activities in nature which do not put endangered and at-risk species in danger of extinction
or severe population drops. 

Finally, as a Public School Teacher, I want my students to be able to live in a world where they
can experience all of the incredible animals and species we have. As they grow older, I want
them to be able to have the chance to see a lion or a zebra - not just read about it in a textbook.
I also want my students to live in a country which shows respect to animals and which listens to
the opinions and values of citizens. We do not want big game hunting. We want smart
conservation - with modern practices.

Thank you so much for your time and attention to this very important issue.

Sincerely,
Dutch deCarvalho
81 Utica St
Brockport, NY 14420
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"kendebfloyd@gmail.com" <kendebfloyd@gmail.com>

From: "kendebfloyd@gmail.com" <kendebfloyd@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:01:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Floyd kendebfloyd@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Please consider

Heidi Wolfe <h_wolfe_0707@yahoo.com>

From: Heidi Wolfe <h_wolfe_0707@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:57:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Please consider

Dear Mr. Winchell, I am extremely opposed to and very disheartened by the Department of the
Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The
council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government
decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting severely undermines the conservation
of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money
to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry,
one that so many people oppose. I ask that you please consider this. Sincerely, Heidi Wolfe
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tibres@gmail.com" <tibres@gmail.com>

From: "tibres@gmail.com" <tibres@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:52:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rocio De Lira tibres@gmail.com US
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<ficked@charter.net>

From: <ficked@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:48:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "'Joshua_winchell@fws.gov'" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Joshua Winchell,

As a veteran of Afghanistan and life-long conservationist, I am opposed to the Department of
the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. 

The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government
decision-making; a big mistake.  The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species.  

The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form any Council tasked with
advising the Department on ways to promote this atrocious industry.

Thank you,

Diane Ficke, Lt Col, USAF ret
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"mcreel@comcast.net" <mcreel@comcast.net>

From: "mcreel@comcast.net" <mcreel@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:41:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Max Reel mcreel@comcast.net US
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"angesdavis@gmail.com" <angesdavis@gmail.com>

From: "angesdavis@gmail.com" <angesdavis@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:31:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angela Davis angesdavis@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jollyrancher_y2k4@hotmail.com" <jollyrancher_y2k4@hotmail.com>

From: "jollyrancher_y2k4@hotmail.com"
<jollyrancher_y2k4@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:37:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Freeney
jollyrancher_y2k4@hotmail.com LA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"daniel.aubouard@neuf.fr" <daniel.aubouard@neuf.fr>

From: "daniel.aubouard@neuf.fr" <daniel.aubouard@neuf.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:37:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, daniel aubouard daniel.aubouard@neuf.fr FR
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lharris82@gmail.com" <lharris82@gmail.com>

From: "lharris82@gmail.com" <lharris82@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:35:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lauren Harris lharris82@gmail.com US
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Phyllis Card <Phyllis.Card@thearcolc.org>

From: Phyllis Card <Phyllis.Card@thearcolc.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:35:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "'Joshua_winchell@fws.gov'" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wildlife Protection

Dear Mr. Winchell:
 
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on
ways to promote this deadly industry.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
 
Sincerely,
Phyllis Card
Utica, NY 13502
 
 

 

Phyllis Card
Admin Assist - ES 
The Arc, Oneida-Lewis Chapter, NYSARC
245 Genesee Street Utica, NY 13501
Telephone: (315) 272-1618 
Fax: (315) 272-1781 
Mobile: 
Phyllis.Card@thearcolc.org 
http://www.thearcolc.org 

Click to make a donation today!.

This message is intended for the sole use of the individual and entity to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. if you
are not the intended addressee, nor authorized to receive for the intended addressee, you are hereby
notified that you may not use, copy, disclose or distribute to anyone the message or any information
contained in the message. If you have received this message in error, please immediately advise the sender
by reply email and delete the message. Thank you

http://www.thearcolc.org/
http://www.thearcolc.org/about/donations.php
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"mozart@temple.edu" <mozart@temple.edu>

From: "mozart@temple.edu" <mozart@temple.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:32:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elaine Patrikas mozart@temple.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"yankeegirl1210@hotmail.com" <yankeegirl1210@hotmail.com>

From: "yankeegirl1210@hotmail.com" <yankeegirl1210@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:29:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beth Hyman yankeegirl1210@hotmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
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"alenaaz@msn.com" <alenaaz@msn.com>

From: "alenaaz@msn.com" <alenaaz@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:27:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alena Cook alenaaz@msn.com US
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"jackielstrong@live.com" <jackielstrong@live.com>

From: "jackielstrong@live.com" <jackielstrong@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:25:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jackie Strong jackielstrong@live.com US
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Susan Leyes <susanleyes@icloud.com>

From: Susan Leyes <susanleyes@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:24:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wildlife conservation council

Dear Mr Winchell, I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the
creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters
an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear
that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Please don't let this happen to these
beautiful,amazing animals. Sincerely, Susan Leyes HSUS District Leader, Philadelphia Sent
from my iPhone
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Tommi Harris <tappinout@msn.com>

From: Tommi Harris <tappinout@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:24:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy hunting for conservation?

Mr. Winchell,
 
"I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry."

My family and I have spent the past several years raising awareness for endangered animals
and progress is finally being made. Please don't help us take a step backwards. I have children
that are counting on our government to protect all animals that contribute to our environment, by
creating trees and giving us oxygen, ridding  of diseases and bacteria and naturally sustaining
the earth. This includes all animals. Each plays a role in just that. Just because we are capable
of destroying this planet, doesn't mean we should. Thank you so much for listening and
hopefully you will follow your heart and protect our future. 

Tommi Harris
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"pico.van.gils@casema.nl" <pico.van.gils@casema.nl>

From: "pico.van.gils@casema.nl" <pico.van.gils@casema.nl>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:57:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Piet van Gils pico.van.gils@casema.nl WY NL
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cra334@nyu.edu" <cra334@nyu.edu>

From: "cra334@nyu.edu" <cra334@nyu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:00:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Caroline Amendola cra334@nyu.edu NY US
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"comments@wildwestinfo.com" <comments@wildwestinfo.com>

From: "comments@wildwestinfo.com" <comments@wildwestinfo.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:00:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sa Monahan comments@wildwestinfo.com US
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"ldeming@tds.net" <ldeming@tds.net>

From: "ldeming@tds.net" <ldeming@tds.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:48:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Laura Deming ldeming@tds.net NH US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sitess@missouri.edu" <sitess@missouri.edu>

From: "sitess@missouri.edu" <sitess@missouri.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:48:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sandra Sites sitess@missouri.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rite7@hotmail.com" <rite7@hotmail.com>

From: "rite7@hotmail.com" <rite7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:18:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marguerite Etemad rite7@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ddefurio@travelers.com" <ddefurio@travelers.com>

From: "ddefurio@travelers.com" <ddefurio@travelers.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:36:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Debra DeFurio ddefurio@travelers.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hanaupete@bellsouth.net" <hanaupete@bellsouth.net>

From: "hanaupete@bellsouth.net" <hanaupete@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:29:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Pete Williams hanaupete@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lcheckman@roadrunner.com" <lcheckman@roadrunner.com>

From: "lcheckman@roadrunner.com" <lcheckman@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:16:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Heckman lcheckman@roadrunner.com
US
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"gsalata@comcast.net" <gsalata@comcast.net>

From: "gsalata@comcast.net" <gsalata@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:32:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Gary Salata gsalata@comcast.net MI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mustbhorsinaroud@comcast.net" <mustbhorsinaroud@comcast.net>

From: "mustbhorsinaroud@comcast.net"
<mustbhorsinaroud@comcast.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:17:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Toni Klos-Huber
mustbhorsinaroud@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"adallwitz@redshift.com" <adallwitz@redshift.com>

From: "adallwitz@redshift.com" <adallwitz@redshift.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:09:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Alex von Dallwitz adallwitz@redshift.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"srcharles1@comporium.net" <srcharles1@comporium.net>

From: "srcharles1@comporium.net" <srcharles1@comporium.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:12:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Stanley Charles srcharles1@comporium.net US
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"jalgasso@omnihotels.com" <jalgasso@omnihotels.com>

From: "jalgasso@omnihotels.com" <jalgasso@omnihotels.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:58:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, JoAnn Algasso jalgasso@omnihotels.com US
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"robdoucette1@gmail.com" <robdoucette1@gmail.com>

From: "robdoucette1@gmail.com" <robdoucette1@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:24:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rob Doucette robdoucette1@gmail.com US
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"lsweet@bcbsm.com" <lsweet@bcbsm.com>

From: "lsweet@bcbsm.com" <lsweet@bcbsm.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:27:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Loralyn Sweet lsweet@bcbsm.com US



Conversation Contents
g.w.adkins59@gmail.com

"g.w.adkins59@gmail.com" <g.w.adkins59@gmail.com>

From: "g.w.adkins59@gmail.com" <g.w.adkins59@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:28:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: g.w.adkins59@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gary Adkins g.w.adkins59@gmail.com IL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"psuhy@earthlink.net" <psuhy@earthlink.net>

From: "psuhy@earthlink.net" <psuhy@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:34:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Paula Suhy psuhy@earthlink.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"washp27@gmail.com" <washp27@gmail.com>

From: "washp27@gmail.com" <washp27@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pete Wash washp27@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"judith.wechsler@aps.edu" <judith.wechsler@aps.edu>

From: "judith.wechsler@aps.edu" <judith.wechsler@aps.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:34:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, j wechsler judith.wechsler@aps.edu NM US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"burkepr@msn.com" <burkepr@msn.com>

From: "burkepr@msn.com" <burkepr@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Patricia Burke burkepr@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jocelyn.blake@wisc.edu" <jocelyn.blake@wisc.edu>

From: "jocelyn.blake@wisc.edu" <jocelyn.blake@wisc.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:27:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Jocelyn Blake jocelyn.blake@wisc.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"laurelwitting@gmail.com" <laurelwitting@gmail.com>

From: "laurelwitting@gmail.com" <laurelwitting@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:46:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, LAUREL WITTING laurelwitting@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hkomras@avivacenter.org" <hkomras@avivacenter.org>

From: "hkomras@avivacenter.org" <hkomras@avivacenter.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:05:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Henrietta Komras hkomras@avivacenter.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ktovet@juno.com" <ktovet@juno.com>

From: "ktovet@juno.com" <ktovet@juno.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:23:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Miriam Zeevi ktovet@juno.com US
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"No" to the Creation of the International Wildlife Council

Robin Megibow <rmegibow@mindspring.com>

From: Robin Megibow <rmegibow@mindspring.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:21:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: "No" to the Creation of the International Wildlife Council

Dear Mr. Winchell:

As a citizen who cares deeply about our vanishing wildlife, I am opposed to the Department of the 
Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The 
council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-
making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and 
endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council 
tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry and the 
unnecessary cruelty inherent in it.

Thank you for your attention.

Respectfully,

Robin Megibow
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"karen.pepe.pevy@statefarm.com" <karen.pepe.pevy@statefarm.com>

From: "karen.pepe.pevy@statefarm.com" 
<karen.pepe.pevy@statefarm.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:55:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, karen pepe karen.pepe.pevy@statefarm.com US



Conversation Contents
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"dedejohnson13@cableone.net" <dedejohnson13@cableone.net>

From: "dedejohnson13@cableone.net" <dedejohnson13@cableone.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:18:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Dede Johnson dedejohnson13@cableone.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"osbornewm@hotmail.com" <osbornewm@hotmail.com>

From: "osbornewm@hotmail.com" <osbornewm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:46:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Bill Osborne osbornewm@hotmail.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gonzalesmr@roanestate.edu" <gonzalesmr@roanestate.edu>

From: "gonzalesmr@roanestate.edu" <gonzalesmr@roanestate.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:40:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
Oh please...like we believe because the title of "International Wildlife Conservation" is tagged on 
to this council that anything truly good for wildlife will come out of this? With this administration, 
no one is fooling the American people. We have a president hell-bent on destroying wildlife and 
making sure his barbarian sons eventually get to cut off the heads of elephants, lions and 
whatever else their evil hearts desire. He was surprised by the reaction, including those of his 
own party so he put things on "hold." Please do not take us for idiots! We will fight this and if it 
means putting Democrats back in office, then by golly, that's what we "former" Republicans will 
do!! I am done with a party who has no regard for animals or our environment so I will switch 
parties to fight this!!! I think you Republicans better jump on board or you will continue to lose 
voters!! I am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as 
announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-
N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is 
brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of 
foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of 
conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when 
hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound 
economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting 
industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is already 
importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in 
IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. 
accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll 
showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this 
council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several 
changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a 
holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and 
animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI 
announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused 
representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has 
no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s 
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, 
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank 
you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to 
ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria 



Gonzales gonzalesmr@roanestate.edu US
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"drckphillips@gmail.com" <drckphillips@gmail.com>

From: "drckphillips@gmail.com" <drckphillips@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:44:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Dr Cindy Phillips drckphillips@gmail.com US
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"amsoper9@hotmail.com" <amsoper9@hotmail.com>

From: "amsoper9@hotmail.com" <amsoper9@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:05:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Anna-Marie Soper-O'Rourke amsoper9@hotmail.com US
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"1964tina.m@gmai.com" <1964tina.m@gmai.com>

From: "1964tina.m@gmai.com" <1964tina.m@gmai.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:09:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: 1964tina.m@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Michelakis 1964tina.m@gmai.com BE
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"kjacobs@pennelynn.com" <kjacobs@pennelynn.com>

From: "kjacobs@pennelynn.com" <kjacobs@pennelynn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:40:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Kathryn Jacobs kjacobs@pennelynn.com WA US
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"cfitzpatrick@capitalcarpetsinc.com" <cfitzpatrick@capitalcarpetsinc.com>

From: "cfitzpatrick@capitalcarpetsinc.com" 
<cfitzpatrick@capitalcarpetsinc.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:36:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Cynthia Fitzpatrick cfitzpatrick@capitalcarpetsinc.com US
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"kenchasin@verizon.net" <kenchasin@verizon.net>

From: "kenchasin@verizon.net" <kenchasin@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:05:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Ken Chasin kenchasin@verizon.net US
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"xsecretsx@cableone.net" <xsecretsx@cableone.net>

From: "xsecretsx@cableone.net" <xsecretsx@cableone.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:20:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, James Mulcare xsecretsx@cableone.net WA US
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"merkelcm@slu.edu" <merkelcm@slu.edu>

From: "merkelcm@slu.edu" <merkelcm@slu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:22:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Carolyn Merkel merkelcm@slu.edu US
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"rm843575@hotmail.com" <rm843575@hotmail.com>

From: "rm843575@hotmail.com" <rm843575@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:11:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Luanne Mierow rm843575@hotmail.com OR US
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"turtlered13@gmail.com" <turtlered13@gmail.com>

From: "turtlered13@gmail.com" <turtlered13@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:45:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Carrell turtlered13@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ottozec@hotmail.com" <ottozec@hotmail.com>

From: "ottozec@hotmail.com" <ottozec@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:43:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Oscar Zamora ottozec@hotmail.com US
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"Iliviacherie@gmail.com" <Iliviacherie@gmail.com>

From: "Iliviacherie@gmail.com" <Iliviacherie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:17:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Georgette MURRAY Iliviacherie@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mdez23@gmail.com" <mdez23@gmail.com>

From: "mdez23@gmail.com" <mdez23@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:00:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would enable trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, 
endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve 
wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing 
this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting 
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby 
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of a barbaric activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matthew Emmer mdez23@gmail.com US
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"starchris99@comcast.net" <starchris99@comcast.net>

From: "starchris99@comcast.net" <starchris99@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christina McKeon starchris99@comcast.net
US
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Jordan Lynn Jackson <jordan.jackson25@uga.edu>

From: Jordan Lynn Jackson <jordan.jackson25@uga.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:20:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposing International Wildlife Conservation Council
Attachments: Signature.jpg

As a new member of the legal and legislative community, I am greatly concerned with the 
Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council. While everyone’s voice deserves to be heard, the council will give trophy 
hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making, making less 
room for those of us who want to see the end of this inhumane and particularly distasteful 
practice. Trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. 
The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising 
the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you for your time and careful consideration,
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bonniec <bonniec@ameritech.net>

From: bonniec <bonniec@ameritech.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:16:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Creation of Council

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more 
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department 
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on 
ways to promote this deadly industry.

 
Thank you for your help in fighting the cruel and unsustainable trophy industry! And thank you for all you 
do for animals,
Sincerely,
Bonnie Charles
South Lyon, Michigan
 

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy S8, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone
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Allison Miller <amiller@hfafw.org>

From: Allison Miller <amiller@hfafw.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:14:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council
Attachments: image001.png image002.jpg

Mr. Winchell,
 
I am writing to make you aware that I am strongly opposed to the Department of the Interior’s 
announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The science is 
extremely clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. 
The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-
making. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising 
the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
 
I hope you will take my opposition, along with the opposition of hundreds of thousands of other citizens, 
under consideration. 
 
 

cid:image001.png@01D35EFA.DDE25930

  AMiller@hfafw.org
  www.Hope-For-Animals.org
 

Your gift will help keep pets in loving homes and prevent pet 
overpopulation and euthanasia.

 

mailto:AMiller@hfafw.org
http://www.hope-for-animals.org/
https://www.hope-for-animals.org/donate-2/
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CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email message /fax and any accompanying attached document(s) may contain legally 
privileged, confidential information as defined by HIPAA, State and Federal Confidentiality rules (42 CFR Part 2) and IC 16-
39-2-5, belonging to the sender. The information is intended ONLY for the use of the individual or entity listed above. If you 
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this email message or fax in error, please notify the sender immediately.
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"oliverijill@gmail.com" <oliverijill@gmail.com>

From: "oliverijill@gmail.com" <oliverijill@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:48:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Jill Oliveri oliverijill@gmail.com US
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"sandysun88@hotmail.com" <sandysun88@hotmail.com>

From: "sandysun88@hotmail.com" <sandysun88@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:08:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Sandy Chienmei Sun sandysun88@hotmail.com US
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"xfilejunkie15563@gmail.com" <xfilejunkie15563@gmail.com>

From: "xfilejunkie15563@gmail.com" <xfilejunkie15563@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:18:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angi Montuori xfilejunkie15563@gmail.com
US
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"tcuban@hotmail.com" <tcuban@hotmail.com>

From: "tcuban@hotmail.com" <tcuban@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:06:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tommy Barberi tcuban@hotmail.com US
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"ljohnson@sheppardmullin.com" <ljohnson@sheppardmullin.com>

From: "ljohnson@sheppardmullin.com" 
<ljohnson@sheppardmullin.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:24:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Lynda Johnson ljohnson@sheppardmullin.com CA US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"silverbloom26@gmail.com" <silverbloom26@gmail.com>

From: "silverbloom26@gmail.com" <silverbloom26@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:27:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Aaron Beltrame silverbloom26@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wesvohar@gmail.com" <wesvohar@gmail.com>

From: "wesvohar@gmail.com" <wesvohar@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:48:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Wes Vohar wesvohar@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"emachare@hotmail.com" <emachare@hotmail.com>

From: "emachare@hotmail.com" <emachare@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, ali son emachare@hotmail.com AK US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ashevis@nygoexpress.com" <ashevis@nygoexpress.com>

From: "ashevis@nygoexpress.com" <ashevis@nygoexpress.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:59:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Aron Shevis ashevis@nygoexpress.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"leisa.wajda@mortgagefamily.com" <leisa.wajda@mortgagefamily.com>

From: "leisa.wajda@mortgagefamily.com" 
<leisa.wajda@mortgagefamily.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:35:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Leisa Wajda leisa.wajda@mortgagefamily.com US



Conversation Contents
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"karen2115@verizon.net" <karen2115@verizon.net>

From: "karen2115@verizon.net" <karen2115@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:55:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Karen Wright karen2115@verizon.net US
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"stcknstl@att.net" <stcknstl@att.net>

From: "stcknstl@att.net" <stcknstl@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:37:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Olenjack stcknstl@att.net US
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"anismart79@hotmail.com" <anismart79@hotmail.com>

From: "anismart79@hotmail.com" <anismart79@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:21:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ani Smart anismart79@hotmail.com US
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"marukramer@gmail.com" <marukramer@gmail.com>

From: "marukramer@gmail.com" <marukramer@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:47:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Maru Kramer marukramer@gmail.com US
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"nativepina@hotmail.com" <nativepina@hotmail.com>

From: "nativepina@hotmail.com" <nativepina@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:13:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Pierina Provenzano nativepina@hotmail.com US
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"jogarrett2@gmail.com" <jogarrett2@gmail.com>

From: "jogarrett2@gmail.com" <jogarrett2@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:33:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Jo Garrett jogarrett2@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ebutler@pathfinder.org" <ebutler@pathfinder.org>

From: "ebutler@pathfinder.org" <ebutler@pathfinder.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:28:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, ed butler ebutler@pathfinder.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"aaalberts@hotmail.com" <aaalberts@hotmail.com>

From: "aaalberts@hotmail.com" <aaalberts@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:28:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, allison alberts aaalberts@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hermetic1@earthlink.net" <hermetic1@earthlink.net>

From: "hermetic1@earthlink.net" <hermetic1@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:04:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Edward Macan hermetic1@earthlink.net CA 
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lswoodall@gmail.com" <lswoodall@gmail.com>

From: "lswoodall@gmail.com" <lswoodall@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:07:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Woodall lswoodall@gmail.com TX 
US
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"terry.barsano@gmail.com" <terry.barsano@gmail.com>

From: "terry.barsano@gmail.com" <terry.barsano@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:00:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry Barsano terry.barsano@gmail.com NM 
US
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"axl1@bellsouth.net" <axl1@bellsouth.net>

From: "axl1@bellsouth.net" <axl1@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:06:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Drew Lindhoff axl1@bellsouth.net US
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"miranda@msjlaw.org" <miranda@msjlaw.org>

From: "miranda@msjlaw.org" <miranda@msjlaw.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:15:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, miranda johnson miranda@msjlaw.org WV US
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"skfj@optonline.net" <skfj@optonline.net>

From: "skfj@optonline.net" <skfj@optonline.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:52:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, SK JACOBS skfj@optonline.net US
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"sclaxton@burke.k12.ga.us" <sclaxton@burke.k12.ga.us>

From: "sclaxton@burke.k12.ga.us" <sclaxton@burke.k12.ga.us>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:12:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Sheryl Claxton sclaxton@burke.k12.ga.us US
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"vivt@email.com" <vivt@email.com>

From: "vivt@email.com" <vivt@email.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:07:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Vivien Trichter vivt@email.com NJ US
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"nancylj383@att.net" <nancylj383@att.net>

From: "nancylj383@att.net" <nancylj383@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:55:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, NL Johnson nancylj383@att.net CA US
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"pamtasker@hotmail.com" <pamtasker@hotmail.com>

From: "pamtasker@hotmail.com" <pamtasker@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:59:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Pam Tasker pamtasker@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mrmikek63@hotmail.com" <mrmikek63@hotmail.com>

From: "mrmikek63@hotmail.com" <mrmikek63@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:39:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, mike kaufman mrmikek63@hotmail.com MN 
US
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"lbargery@loadrite.com" <lbargery@loadrite.com>

From: "lbargery@loadrite.com" <lbargery@loadrite.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:02:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Laura Bargery lbargery@loadrite.com PA US
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"jarana@aaacarolinas.com" <jarana@aaacarolinas.com>

From: "jarana@aaacarolinas.com" <jarana@aaacarolinas.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:59:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, jessica rana jarana@aaacarolinas.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jandkhoward0420@gmail.com" <jandkhoward0420@gmail.com>

From: "jandkhoward0420@gmail.com" <jandkhoward0420@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:33:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristen Howard
jandkhoward0420@gmail.com MD US
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"saravh14@hotmail.com" <saravh14@hotmail.com>

From: "saravh14@hotmail.com" <saravh14@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:55:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As 
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in 
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making 
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best 
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an 
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has 
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies 
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for 
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global 
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans 
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote 
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the 
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable 
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups 
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that 
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, 
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The 
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • 
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state 
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species 
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Sara Catsellis saravh14@hotmail.com CY
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"marcusmayer@bellsouth.net" <marcusmayer@bellsouth.net>

From: "marcusmayer@bellsouth.net" <marcusmayer@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:41:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marcus Mayer marcusmayer@bellsouth.net US
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"donhana1946@gmail.com" <donhana1946@gmail.com>

From: "donhana1946@gmail.com" <donhana1946@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:33:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, David Horne donhana1946@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"eileenw013@gmail.com" <eileenw013@gmail.com>

From: "eileenw013@gmail.com" <eileenw013@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:10:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eileen Wilson eileenw013@gmail.com US
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"buttonssnottub@gmail.com" <buttonssnottub@gmail.com>

From: "buttonssnottub@gmail.com" <buttonssnottub@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:12:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Smith buttonssnottub@gmail.com
US
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"julesinman767@gmail.com" <julesinman767@gmail.com>

From: "julesinman767@gmail.com" <julesinman767@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:37:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Julie Inman julesinman767@gmail.com US
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"kkbluerose@hotmail.com" <kkbluerose@hotmail.com>

From: "kkbluerose@hotmail.com" <kkbluerose@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:39:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, K Krupinski kkbluerose@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"awiseman@metritech.com" <awiseman@metritech.com>

From: "awiseman@metritech.com" <awiseman@metritech.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:23:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ann Wiseman awiseman@metritech.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kodigho@hotmail.com" <kodigho@hotmail.com>

From: "kodigho@hotmail.com" <kodigho@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:25:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sylvia Flores kodigho@hotmail.com TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"k.mauro61@gmail.com" <k.mauro61@gmail.com>

From: "k.mauro61@gmail.com" <k.mauro61@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:16:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, mauro torelli k.mauro61@gmail.com IT
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"debra.f.rubin@phila.gov" <debra.f.rubin@phila.gov>

From: "debra.f.rubin@phila.gov" <debra.f.rubin@phila.gov>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Debra Rubin debra.f.rubin@phila.gov US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"julitaz@hotmail.com" <julitaz@hotmail.com>

From: "julitaz@hotmail.com" <julitaz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:43:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Julita Zaborovsky julitaz@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bpray@pcconstruction.com" <bpray@pcconstruction.com>

From: "bpray@pcconstruction.com" <bpray@pcconstruction.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:04:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Barbara Pray bpray@pcconstruction.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"celineducamps@gmail.com" <celineducamps@gmail.com>

From: "celineducamps@gmail.com" <celineducamps@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:22:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, celine ducamps celineducamps@gmail.com FL FR
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"linda@share-builders.com" <linda@share-builders.com>

From: "linda@share-builders.com" <linda@share-builders.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:18:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Linda Locke linda@share-builders.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"michele@virsitil.com" <michele@virsitil.com>

From: "michele@virsitil.com" <michele@virsitil.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:28:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Michele Taylor michele@virsitil.com US
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"valerie.rice@delval.edu" <valerie.rice@delval.edu>

From: "valerie.rice@delval.edu" <valerie.rice@delval.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:35:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Valerie Smith valerie.rice@delval.edu US
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"colleen@auernig.com" <colleen@auernig.com>

From: "colleen@auernig.com" <colleen@auernig.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:42:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Auernig colleen@auernig.com US
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"lamasterpropaganda@msn.com" <lamasterpropaganda@msn.com>

From: "lamasterpropaganda@msn.com"
<lamasterpropaganda@msn.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:41:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gary Lamaster
lamasterpropaganda@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rebecca.s@in-qs.com" <rebecca.s@in-qs.com>

From: "rebecca.s@in-qs.com" <rebecca.s@in-qs.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:07:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Rebecca Slate rebecca.s@in-qs.com US
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"jgcorkrean@msn.com" <jgcorkrean@msn.com>

From: "jgcorkrean@msn.com" <jgcorkrean@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:44:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Gretchen Corkrean jgcorkrean@msn.com US



Conversation Contents
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"lissette320@hotmail.com" <lissette320@hotmail.com>

From: "lissette320@hotmail.com" <lissette320@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:57:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Miller lissette320@hotmail.com US
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"lildog911@hotmail.com" <lildog911@hotmail.com>

From: "lildog911@hotmail.com" <lildog911@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:07:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Stacy Andrade lildog911@hotmail.com US
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"tayloryoung965@gmail.com" <tayloryoung965@gmail.com>

From: "tayloryoung965@gmail.com" <tayloryoung965@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:36:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Taylor Young tayloryoung965@gmail.com AZ US
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"sunglorybe@live.com" <sunglorybe@live.com>

From: "sunglorybe@live.com" <sunglorybe@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:37:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Doris Theodorou sunglorybe@live.com US
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"katibennett@hotmail.com" <katibennett@hotmail.com>

From: "katibennett@hotmail.com" <katibennett@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:46:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kati Bennett katibennett@hotmail.com US
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"deegarmon@verizon.net" <deegarmon@verizon.net>

From: "deegarmon@verizon.net" <deegarmon@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, dee garmon deegarmon@verizon.net VA US
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"puttputt091972@netzero.net" <puttputt091972@netzero.net>

From: "puttputt091972@netzero.net" <puttputt091972@netzero.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:38:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patrece Coolbaugh
puttputt091972@netzero.net US
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"ferrerianicole@gmail.com" <ferrerianicole@gmail.com>

From: "ferrerianicole@gmail.com" <ferrerianicole@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:33:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Nicole Ferreria ferrerianicole@gmail.com IL US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wfnjstallion@hotmail.com" <wfnjstallion@hotmail.com>

From: "wfnjstallion@hotmail.com" <wfnjstallion@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:33:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Wayne Fugel wfnjstallion@hotmail.com US
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"twinkly2@cox.net" <twinkly2@cox.net>

From: "twinkly2@cox.net" <twinkly2@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:58:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, ginger brewer twinkly2@cox.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"spongejod@hotmail.com" <spongejod@hotmail.com>

From: "spongejod@hotmail.com" <spongejod@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:10:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jodi Daniels spongejod@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"retrieve10@bellsouth.net" <retrieve10@bellsouth.net>

From: "retrieve10@bellsouth.net" <retrieve10@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Andy Boyd retrieve10@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jc22280jc@gmail.com" <jc22280jc@gmail.com>

From: "jc22280jc@gmail.com" <jc22280jc@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:24:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, James Campbell jc22280jc@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jarana@mailaaa.com" <jarana@mailaaa.com>

From: "jarana@mailaaa.com" <jarana@mailaaa.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:58:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jessica Rana jarana@mailaaa.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"zephyrroyale@gmail.com" <zephyrroyale@gmail.com>

From: "zephyrroyale@gmail.com" <zephyrroyale@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lola Hickey zephyrroyale@gmail.com US
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"msrlasky@gmail.com" <msrlasky@gmail.com>

From: "msrlasky@gmail.com" <msrlasky@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:55:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Michael Rostagno-Lasky msrlasky@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wkryshak@comverge.com" <wkryshak@comverge.com>

From: "wkryshak@comverge.com" <wkryshak@comverge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:22:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Walter Kryshak wkryshak@comverge.com NJ US
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"linley10@cox.net" <linley10@cox.net>

From: "linley10@cox.net" <linley10@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:13:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Linley Fray linley10@cox.net US
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"crookkshanks@gmail.com" <crookkshanks@gmail.com>

From: "crookkshanks@gmail.com" <crookkshanks@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:49:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kaitlynn Mcnamara crookkshanks@gmail.com US
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"mkachik@cc-md.org" <mkachik@cc-md.org>

From: "mkachik@cc-md.org" <mkachik@cc-md.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:48:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Maria Kachik mkachik@cc-md.org US
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"majkasokol@gmail.com" <majkasokol@gmail.com>

From: "majkasokol@gmail.com" <majkasokol@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:09:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Maria Sokol majkasokol@gmail.com IL US
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"bmbott@hotmail.com" <bmbott@hotmail.com>

From: "bmbott@hotmail.com" <bmbott@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:15:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Belinda Rogers bmbott@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"roshanne@erabrandusa.com" <roshanne@erabrandusa.com>

From: "roshanne@erabrandusa.com" <roshanne@erabrandusa.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:00:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roshanne Aghevli
roshanne@erabrandusa.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lilcajunladyj@gmail.com" <lilcajunladyj@gmail.com>

From: "lilcajunladyj@gmail.com" <lilcajunladyj@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:10:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jackie Byrd lilcajunladyj@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kittenonthebeach@live.com" <kittenonthebeach@live.com>

From: "kittenonthebeach@live.com" <kittenonthebeach@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:45:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Cherie Epley kittenonthebeach@live.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"eileen261@cox.net" <eileen261@cox.net>

From: "eileen261@cox.net" <eileen261@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:04:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Eileen Awsiukiewicz eileen261@cox.net US
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"bfischer@aaasouth.com" <bfischer@aaasouth.com>

From: "bfischer@aaasouth.com" <bfischer@aaasouth.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:01:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Barbara Fischer bfischer@aaasouth.com US
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"cgraves@hanoverfoils.com" <cgraves@hanoverfoils.com>

From: "cgraves@hanoverfoils.com" <cgraves@hanoverfoils.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:00:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Graaves cgraves@hanoverfoils.com
US
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"randazzaiii@hotmail.com" <randazzaiii@hotmail.com>

From: "randazzaiii@hotmail.com" <randazzaiii@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:47:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joan Randazza randazzaiii@hotmail.com US
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"odandrea8@gmail.com" <odandrea8@gmail.com>

From: "odandrea8@gmail.com" <odandrea8@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:59:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Olivia D'andrea odandrea8@gmail.com US
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"jenn.neckermann@edwardjones.com"
<jenn.neckermann@edwardjones.com>

From: "jenn.neckermann@edwardjones.com"
<jenn.neckermann@edwardjones.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:47:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jenn Eckberg jenn.neckermann@edwardjones.com US
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"azkayla@gmail.com" <azkayla@gmail.com>

From: "azkayla@gmail.com" <azkayla@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:56:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sandy Broker azkayla@gmail.com US
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"vickie@orlandowoodcraft.com" <vickie@orlandowoodcraft.com>

From: "vickie@orlandowoodcraft.com" <vickie@orlandowoodcraft.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:05:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Vickie Britton vickie@orlandowoodcraft.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"margaret.zoch@arlaw.com" <margaret.zoch@arlaw.com>

From: "margaret.zoch@arlaw.com" <margaret.zoch@arlaw.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:47:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, MARGARET ZOCH margaret.zoch@arlaw.com TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ldscheff@arinc.com" <ldscheff@arinc.com>

From: "ldscheff@arinc.com" <ldscheff@arinc.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:53:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lisa Scheffenacker ldscheff@arinc.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"zambroeman@gmail.com" <zambroeman@gmail.com>

From: "zambroeman@gmail.com" <zambroeman@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:14:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Manu Ciao zambroeman@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nprice@ntp-associates.com" <nprice@ntp-associates.com>

From: "nprice@ntp-associates.com" <nprice@ntp-associates.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:54:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Nadine Price nprice@ntp-associates.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bjwadlinger@alaska.edu" <bjwadlinger@alaska.edu>

From: "bjwadlinger@alaska.edu" <bjwadlinger@alaska.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:42:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Barbara Wadlinger bjwadlinger@alaska.edu US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carole@planetcruiseship.com" <carole@planetcruiseship.com>

From: "carole@planetcruiseship.com" <carole@planetcruiseship.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:58:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Carol Criddle carole@planetcruiseship.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sullivan.theodora@gmail.com" <sullivan.theodora@gmail.com>

From: "sullivan.theodora@gmail.com" <sullivan.theodora@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:16:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theodora Sullivan
sullivan.theodora@gmail.com NC US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"patti@pprbilling.com" <patti@pprbilling.com>

From: "patti@pprbilling.com" <patti@pprbilling.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:37:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Patricia Blanchard patti@pprbilling.com US
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"rwagner@genesisconstruction.com" <rwagner@genesisconstruction.com>

From: "rwagner@genesisconstruction.com"
<rwagner@genesisconstruction.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:25:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Russ Wagner rwagner@genesisconstruction.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"the.small.print02@gmail.com" <the.small.print02@gmail.com>

From: "the.small.print02@gmail.com" <the.small.print02@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:42:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Audrey Lanier the.small.print02@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"logan@math.ohio-state.edu" <logan@math.ohio-state.edu>

From: "logan@math.ohio-state.edu" <logan@math.ohio-state.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:45:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ann Logan logan@math.ohio-state.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lprop@esinc.net" <lprop@esinc.net>

From: "lprop@esinc.net" <lprop@esinc.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:24:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Billy Williams lprop@esinc.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rishiiprice@gmail.com" <rishiiprice@gmail.com>

From: "rishiiprice@gmail.com" <rishiiprice@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:49:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rika Ishii-Price rishiiprice@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lahlah1941@gmail.com" <lahlah1941@gmail.com>

From: "lahlah1941@gmail.com" <lahlah1941@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:48:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary D'antoni lahlah1941@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jamie Shultz <hadleys1@hotmail.com>

From: Jamie Shultz <hadleys1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:59:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Jamie Shultz 26 Paul Wilson Lane Morgantown, WV 26508
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Candace Rocha <candace@kaimanlaw.com>

From: Candace Rocha <candace@kaimanlaw.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:59:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Candace Rocha 2431 Altman Street Los Angeles, CA 90031
2133210346
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bente Petersen <Bentepmail@gmail.com>

From: Bente Petersen <Bentepmail@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:59:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Bente Petersen Hovedgaden 49 Ugerløse, ot 00000 +4522397973
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tracy Dodd <tkdodd@mac.com>

From: Tracy Dodd <tkdodd@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:59:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Tracy Dodd 4-66A Street Delta, BC V4L1M4
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sarah Eastin <seastin1812@gmail.com>

From: Sarah Eastin <seastin1812@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:59:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Sarah Eastin 6845 W. 55th Pl Arvada, CO 80002
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ronna Frank <ronnalynnf@comcast.net>

From: Ronna Frank <ronnalynnf@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:59:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ronna Frank 894 So. 71st St. Springfield, OR 97478
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Judith Pilegge <pilegge@att.net>

From: Judith Pilegge <pilegge@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:59:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Judith Pilegge 2802 Peninsulas Dr Missouri, TX 77459 2818355540

Judith Pilegge <pilegge@att.net>

From: Judith Pilegge <pilegge@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:59:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Judith Pilegge 2802 Peninsulas Dr Missouri, TX 77459 2818355540
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tiara Kem <tkem@avemarialaw.edu>

From: Tiara Kem <tkem@avemarialaw.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:59:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Tiara Kem 1110 Turtle Creek Drive Apt #123 Naples, FL 34110
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Linda Xavier <lxavier@charter.net>

From: Linda Xavier <lxavier@charter.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:58:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Linda Xavier 43 Dupaw Gould Road Brookline, NH 03033 6036724405



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

jeri pollock <jeripollock@gmail.comj>

From: jeri pollock <jeripollock@gmail.comj>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:57:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, jeri pollock 590 Buena Loma St Altadena, CA 91001 +16263988497
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Angela Morgan <allcreaturesmatter@msn.com>

From: Angela Morgan <allcreaturesmatter@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:58:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Angela Morgan 10490 S County Road 500 East Carlisle, IN 47838 (317)
414-6915
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

James Rizzolo <jimiriz@bellsouth.net>

From: James Rizzolo <jimiriz@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:58:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. James Rizzolo 910 NW 11th Terr. Stuart, FL 34994 (772) 284-2172
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Katee James <jazzcat@frontier.com>

From: Katee James <jazzcat@frontier.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:57:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Katee James 8359 Elk Grove Florin Sacramento, CA 95829
9166891949
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anne Bumbak <daisy421@hushmail.com>

From: Anne Bumbak <daisy421@hushmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:58:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Anne Bumbak 6509 Marsol Rd Mayfield Heights, OH 44124
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lisa Mazzola <lmazzola@tampabay.rr.com>

From: Lisa Mazzola <lmazzola@tampabay.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:56:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Lisa Mazzola 1723 Followthru Drive Tampa, FL 33612 8139306578
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

geri pilcher <gerip@whidbey.com>

From: geri pilcher <gerip@whidbey.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:57:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms geri pilcher po box 1073 langley, WA 98260 (360) 341-1514
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tiffany Parrott <Tiffany.parrott@gmail.com>

From: Tiffany Parrott <Tiffany.parrott@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:57:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Tiffany Parrott 9 Red Hearth Court Halethorpe, MD 21227
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lea Genou <Lngenoud@gmail.com>

From: Lea Genou <Lngenoud@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:57:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Lea Genou 14 salters farm road Califon, NJ 07830
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Liz Mercogliano <Lizmercogliano@gmail.com>

From: Liz Mercogliano <Lizmercogliano@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:56:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Liz Mercogliano 1315 Summerhill dr malvern, pa 19355 Malvern, PA 19355
6104575027
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Kermit R. Davis" <krd226@bellsouth.net>

From: "Kermit R. Davis" <krd226@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:56:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Professor Kermit R. Davis 386 Licklog Ridge Hayesville, NC 28904 828
389-4276
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Allie Galvan <Allie.galvan@colorado.edu>

From: Allie Galvan <Allie.galvan@colorado.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:56:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Allie Galvan 1009 e 9th ave Broomfield, CO 80020
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tani Legleu <veggiedate1298@cox.net>

From: Tani Legleu <veggiedate1298@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:56:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Tani Legleu 16121 Somersby Avenue Baton Rouge, LA 70817



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michael Morrissey <mmorr99@charter.net>

From: Michael Morrissey <mmorr99@charter.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:55:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Michael Morrissey 69 Bryan Ave Easthampton, MA 01027 (413) 527-
9075
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"C. C." <cwc61@comcast.net>

From: "C. C." <cwc61@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:55:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, C. C. 13 W. Main St High Bridge, NJ 08829
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

June Heilman <jheilman@ida.net>

From: June Heilman <jheilman@ida.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:54:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, June Heilman 8930 Buckskin Road Pocatello, ID 83201 2082341459
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

ines johansson <ines.johansson@hotmail.com>

From: ines johansson <ines.johansson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:55:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ines johansson karbins väg 5 morjärv, ot 95042



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tanya Hockley <tanyahockley@shaw.ca>

From: Tanya Hockley <tanyahockley@shaw.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:54:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Tanya Hockley 3082 w 3rd ave Vancouver, BC V6K1N1 6047325266
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tanja Rieger <gracecherry@web.de>

From: Tanja Rieger <gracecherry@web.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:53:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Frau Tanja Rieger Ilsahl 41 Neumünster, ot 24536 4321939997

Tanja Rieger <gracecherry@web.de>

From: Tanja Rieger <gracecherry@web.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:53:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Frau Tanja Rieger Ilsahl 41 Neumünster, ot 24536 4321939997
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lynette MacLagan <lynettemaclagan@gmail.com>

From: Lynette MacLagan <lynettemaclagan@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:53:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Lynette MacLagan 1813 Bighorn Ave Arkdale, WI 54613 608-547-
5092
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bonnie Shopper <shopperbonnie@gmail.com>

From: Bonnie Shopper <shopperbonnie@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:53:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Bonnie Shopper 21 Aberdeen Pl St Louis, MO 63105
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mauricio Bernini <mauricio@berninipereira.com>

From: Mauricio Bernini <mauricio@berninipereira.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:53:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mauricio Bernini 3158 Gracefield Road Apt 616 Silver Spring, MD 20904
5713061627
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marina Barry <mbs789@verizon.net>

From: Marina Barry <mbs789@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:53:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Marina Barry 250 Cabrini NY, NY 10033 212-922-3443
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Peter Johansson <superlight103@outlook.com>

From: Peter Johansson <superlight103@outlook.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:53:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Peter Johansson Box 20 Beddingestrand, ot 23106
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sandra Overton <sandio49@comcast.net>

From: Sandra Overton <sandio49@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:53:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Sandra Overton 1089 W Stanford Ave Englewood, CO 80110
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jean-Francois Menard <jean-francois.menard@polymtl.ca>

From: Jean-Francois Menard <jean-francois.menard@polymtl.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:53:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Jean-Francois Menard 3445 Jordi-Bonet Boisbriand, QC J7H 1P4
5145222369
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

GAYLA MCCORMICK <mccormicks83@comcast.net>

From: GAYLA MCCORMICK <mccormicks83@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:52:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. GAYLA MCCORMICK 210 10th Avenue Rock Falls, IL 61071
8154414964
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carole Hovis <Rphcbh@gmail.com>

From: Carole Hovis <Rphcbh@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:52:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Carole Hovis 510 Wellington Sq Exton, PA 19341 6104588125
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Janet Harding <janh1963@att.net>

From: Janet Harding <janh1963@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:52:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Janet Harding 410 18th Street BAKERSFIELD, CA 93301 661-861-
1352
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Laura Konczal <Laurakonczal@verizon.net>

From: Laura Konczal <Laurakonczal@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:52:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Laura Konczal 22 First Ave Monroe twp, NJ 08831
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sam Ferrero <sm.frrr@gmail.com>

From: Sam Ferrero <sm.frrr@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:52:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Sam Ferrero 162 Bouquet Circle Windsor, CA 95492
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Didier BIGOT <a.d.bigot@free.fr>

From: Didier BIGOT <a.d.bigot@free.fr>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:51:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Didier BIGOT 10 Rue Du Docteur Lesueur Blois, FL 41000 06 30 99 33
28
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Valerie Baker-Easley <valerie4@gmail.com>

From: Valerie Baker-Easley <valerie4@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:51:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Valerie Baker-Easley 13355 Fawn Ct Broomfield, CO 80020
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ellie Saadat <Elliesaadat@gmail.com>

From: Ellie Saadat <Elliesaadat@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:50:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Ellie Saadat 1355 s flower st Los angeles, CA 91346 7346526279
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lynne Connolly <lychee1234.lc@gmail.com>

From: Lynne Connolly <lychee1234.lc@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Lynne Connolly 2568 Western Avenue Bldg 7 Apt 9 Altamont, NY
12009 5184284127
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Teresa Smith <teresa.smith@ingramcontent.com>

From: Teresa Smith <teresa.smith@ingramcontent.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:50:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Teresa Smith 2520 Central Valley Road Murfreesboro, TN 37129
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Miranda Paskett <miranda.paskett@usq.edu.au>

From: Miranda Paskett <miranda.paskett@usq.edu.au>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:50:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Miranda Paskett 00 N/A Toowoomba, ot 4350
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christina James <tjcj7692@gmail.com>

From: Christina James <tjcj7692@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:50:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Christina James 4407 Talitha Court LOUISVILLE, KY 40299
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Laura Toller Gardner <Lauratollergardner@gmail.com>

From: Laura Toller Gardner <Lauratollergardner@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:50:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Laura Toller Gardner 1163 Laurie Avenue San Jose, CA 95125
6502228318
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michelle Benedict <michelle.benedict@morganstanley.com>

From: Michelle Benedict <michelle.benedict@morganstanley.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:50:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Michelle Benedict 723 Arnold Avenue Point Pleasant Beach, NJ 08742
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

John Morgan <jonnie7462@gmail.com>

From: John Morgan <jonnie7462@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:50:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr John Morgan 63 Victoria Terrace Bedlington, ot ne225qd 7901772631
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diana Martins <dianam1099@gmail.com>

From: Diana Martins <dianam1099@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:50:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Diana Martins 240 Cleveland Ave Mineola, NY 11501
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alexandra Lamb <ajlamb@earthlink.net>

From: Alexandra Lamb <ajlamb@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:50:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Alexandra Lamb 2955 Lowell St. Eureka, CA 95501 707 442-3614
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cynthia Fulton <cfulton2@comcast.net>

From: Cynthia Fulton <cfulton2@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:50:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Cynthia Fulton 9329 Steamboat Island RD NW Olympia, WA 98502
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Laura Dalton <zenolaura@outlook.com>

From: Laura Dalton <zenolaura@outlook.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:49:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Laura Dalton 9004 PROSPECT RD STRONGSVILLE, OH 44149
4408798447
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Patricia Baley <patricia.mcrae@unlv.edu>

From: Patricia Baley <patricia.mcrae@unlv.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:49:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Patricia Baley 4150 E. Pinecrest Circle Las Vegas, NV 89121
7023550977
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nina Perino <luvallbeings@gmail.com>

From: Nina Perino <luvallbeings@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:50:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Nina Perino 2678 Megan Ct Palm Harbor, FL 34684 7277859963
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Annie Winstead <winsteadam@suddenlink.net>

From: Annie Winstead <winsteadam@suddenlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:50:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Annie Winstead 711 W Camellia Tyler, TX 75701
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michelle Mondragon <mishka.mondragon@gmail.com>

From: Michelle Mondragon <mishka.mondragon@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:49:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Michelle Mondragon 601 Hermits Trail Altamonte Springs, FL 32701
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STOP the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kevin Kirby <kirbykt@icloud.com>

From: Kevin Kirby <kirbykt@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:49:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: STOP the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Kevin Kirby 528 Sebring Rd NEWFIELD, NY 14867 6072271636
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Edwin Pech <pechcv@tx.rr.com>

From: Edwin Pech <pechcv@tx.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:47:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Edwin Pech 8641 Malibu Street Frisco, TX 75033
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lynne Brennan <lynnembren@gmail.com>

From: Lynne Brennan <lynnembren@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:48:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Lynne Brennan Camino Marcilla San Diego, CA 92127 858-337-6173
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sue Sefscik <ssefscik@gmail.com>

From: Sue Sefscik <ssefscik@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:48:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Sue Sefscik 2200 NW 225th Ave Dunnellon, FL 34431 3862957223
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Andrew Lewis <aplewis007@gmail.com>

From: Andrew Lewis <aplewis007@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:48:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Andrew Lewis 307 Underwood Dr NW Atlanta, GA 30328 4047138100



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Renee Noomie <dr.noomie@comcast.net>

From: Renee Noomie <dr.noomie@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:48:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Renee Noomie 1977 E. Wattles Troy, MI 48085 2487098539
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Caroline La Fleche <missmeow71@hotmail.com>

From: Caroline La Fleche <missmeow71@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:48:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Caroline La Fleche Edouard-Laberge Mercier, QC J6R 0A4
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Denise Madigan <denimadi@gmail.com>

From: Denise Madigan <denimadi@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:47:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Denise Madigan 1355 Holmby Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90024 310-234-
8287
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jeanette Holmgren <Howlingwithwolves@gmail.com>

From: Jeanette Holmgren <Howlingwithwolves@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:47:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Jeanette Holmgren Strömsegatan 23 Boden, ot 96167 760659665
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Barb Galordi <Glord3@comcast.net>

From: Barb Galordi <Glord3@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:47:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Barb Galordi 2360 Weston Pgh, PA 15241 4128542360
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jaen Lawrence <jaenl@andell.com>

From: Jaen Lawrence <jaenl@andell.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:47:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Jaen Lawrence 11703 Taylorcrest Road Houston, TX 77024
7135551212
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rudy Vermeir <Rudy.Vermeir@telenet.be>

From: Rudy Vermeir <Rudy.Vermeir@telenet.be>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:47:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, M Rudy Vermeir Heultjedorp 53 E 53 E Westerlo, ot 2260 498501742
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lindi Engelbrecht <troyhorses16@gmail.com>

From: Lindi Engelbrecht <troyhorses16@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:47:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr Lindi Engelbrecht 24 Ocean Park GISBORNE, ot 4010
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

jeanne hobert <jhobert@hvc.rr.com>

From: jeanne hobert <jhobert@hvc.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:46:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mrs jeanne hobert 126 woodland dr hurley, NY 12443 8453383785
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Andreas Dudda <andreasd@cox.net>

From: Andreas Dudda <andreasd@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:46:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Andreas Dudda 9 Corte la Cereza San Clemente, CA 92673
9494819996
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Oppose the International Wildlife Conservation Council

AN <anactnow@gmail.com>

From: AN <anactnow@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:46:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Oppose the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior,

I oppose the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, since it is designed to
promote killing of animals. Animal conservation cannot be accomplished by killing. The
senseless brutality of sport hunting has got to stop.

-A. Newman
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Enid Breakstone <queeniefound@hotmail.com>

From: Enid Breakstone <queeniefound@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:46:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Enid Breakstone 164 Wetherell St. Manchester, CT 06040
8606499997
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Peter Wilson <Interiorwindowcrafts@verizon.net>

From: Peter Wilson <Interiorwindowcrafts@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:46:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Peter Wilson 125 Wallace avenue Auburn, MA 01501
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rachel Sutton <re.sutton@att.net>

From: Rachel Sutton <re.sutton@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:45:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Rachel Sutton 2503 windemere Dr Murfreesboro, TN 37128
6156173716
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Aldo Villani <alvelusa3@gmail.com>

From: Aldo Villani <alvelusa3@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:45:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Aldo Villani 16 Saybrook Circle South Hadley, MA 01075
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lou Baxter <loubaxter@optusnet.com.au>

From: Lou Baxter <loubaxter@optusnet.com.au>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:46:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Lou Baxter 12 Bundara St Melbourne, ot 30680 6394891137
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anthony Doss <Amdoss86@gmail.com>

From: Anthony Doss <Amdoss86@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:46:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Anthony Doss 320 Nemasket Street New Bedford, MA 02740
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Janet Friedman <janet17828@comcast.net>

From: Janet Friedman <janet17828@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:45:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Janet Friedman 17828 China Grade Road Boulder Creek, CA 95006
8313382273
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diana Johnson <djmashpotato@verizon.net>

From: Diana Johnson <djmashpotato@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Diana Johnson 3209 Tyre Neck Rd. Chesapeake, VA 23321
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elaine Crockett <elaine.crockett@huffines.net>

From: Elaine Crockett <elaine.crockett@huffines.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:46:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council which is an abomination. It is a
waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the
international travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that
sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent
attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best
interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as
a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to
promote sound conservation policies. You can save millions upon millions of dollars...eliminate
all of these agencies who pretend to protect/conserve wildlife... eliminate the U.S. Department
of the Interior, All Department of Wildlife Services, USDA, etc. Eliminate all of the agencies who
authorize the 'wholesale KILLING of animals'. They have no right to KILL THESE ANIMALS.
THEY ARE NOT THEIRS TO DO WITH WHATEVER THEY WANT. "ALL LIFE MATTERS".
SOMEONE FORGOT TO TEACH THEM THAT IT SEEMS...BUT "ALL LIFE MATTERS"...IT IS
NOT THEIRS TO TAKE. "THERE IS NEVER A RIGHT WAY TO DO THE WRONG THING."
Ms. Elaine Crockett 705 Bray Central Dr #4105 Allen, TX 75013 469-288-0644
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marion Corbin <mcorbin9@gmail.com>

From: Marion Corbin <mcorbin9@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:46:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Marion Corbin 9 Woods Road Rhinebeck, NY 12572 8458763820
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Georgia Welch <georgia.w@mac.com>

From: Georgia Welch <georgia.w@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:45:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Georgia Welch 515 Mandeville St. New Orleans, LA 70117

Georgia Welch <georgia.w@mac.com>

From: Georgia Welch <georgia.w@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:46:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Georgia Welch 515 Mandeville St. New Orleans, LA 70117
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christine Stever <chrisstever@sympatico.ca>

From: Christine Stever <chrisstever@sympatico.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:46:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Christine Stever 64 Ethel Street Box 1646 Sioux Lookout, ON P8T 1C3
1-807-737-2060
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kayla Venckauskas <kvenckauskas@umassd.edu>

From: Kayla Venckauskas <kvenckauskas@umassd.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:44:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Kayla Venckauskas 114 Parkwood Drive Wareham, MA 02571 (781) 217-
5246
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Danielle faraldo <danniland21@gmail.com>

From: Danielle faraldo <danniland21@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, miss Danielle faraldo 29 oak tree smithtown, NY 11787 646-872-4275
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sally Hinshaw <sphinshaw@twc.com>

From: Sally Hinshaw <sphinshaw@twc.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:45:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Sally Hinshaw 1473 Kirkley Rd. Columbus, OH 43221 614-457-6698
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lynne Connolly <lychee1234.lc@gmail.com>

From: Lynne Connolly <lychee1234.lc@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Lynne Connolly 2568 Western Avenue Bldg 7 Apt 9 Altamont, NY 12009
5184284127
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

kathy Mastrandea <kathy@wmarochester.com>

From: kathy Mastrandea <kathy@wmarochester.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:45:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. kathy Mastrandea 64 Aspen Look Dr HENRIETTA, NY 14467
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Adriano Janezic <adriano.janezic@gmail.com>

From: Adriano Janezic <adriano.janezic@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:44:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Adriano Janezic Tovarniska cesta 12 H Logatec, ot 1370
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Doris Alpern <dalpern@verizon.net>

From: Doris Alpern <dalpern@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:45:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Doris Alpern 6012 Medici Court Apt 106 Sarasota, FL 34243 404-790-
1920
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jennifer Hughes <jj11hughes@gmail.com>

From: Jennifer Hughes <jj11hughes@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:45:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jennifer Hughes 30336 Marrocco Warren, MI 48088
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Molly Flaherty <molly.flaherty@verizon.net>

From: Molly Flaherty <molly.flaherty@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:44:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Molly Flaherty 519 19th Street Huntington Beach, CA 92648 714 536-
4223
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Candace Rocha <candace8027@gmail.com>

From: Candace Rocha <candace8027@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:43:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Candace Rocha 2431 Altman Street Los Angeles, CA 90031
2133210376
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathi Myers <Daisybug1951@gmail.com>

From: Kathi Myers <Daisybug1951@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:44:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Kathi Myers 214 John's drive Tallahassee, FL 32301
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Damon Howze <Damonhowze@austin.rr.com>

From: Damon Howze <Damonhowze@austin.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:44:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Rev. Damon Howze 503 Swanee Dr Austin, TX 78752
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christine Stewart <atticuss@pacbell.net>

From: Christine Stewart <atticuss@pacbell.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:44:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Christine Stewart 307 Whippoorwill Escondido, CA 92026 7604891318
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Shannon Taylor <shannon.nbs@gmail.com>

From: Shannon Taylor <shannon.nbs@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:43:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Shannon Taylor 1981 Lafromboise ST Enumclaw, WA 98022
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elisa Lewis <eaelewis@verizon.net>

From: Elisa Lewis <eaelewis@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:43:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Elisa Lewis 114 Homewood Road Wilmington, DE 19803 302-792-7744
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michael Dimattia <mawkul@gmail.com>

From: Michael Dimattia <mawkul@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:43:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Michael Dimattia 15445 Ventura Blvd Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
2813308004
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Katherine Winge <katherineheartsyoga@gmail.com>

From: Katherine Winge <katherineheartsyoga@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:43:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Katherine Winge 3950 e 19 Austin, TX 78721
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gloria Wilson <Gmpwilson@gmail.com>

From: Gloria Wilson <Gmpwilson@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:42:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Gloria Wilson 125 Wallace ave Auburn, MA 01501
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jay Chatarpaul <Info@chatarpaullaw.com>

From: Jay Chatarpaul <Info@chatarpaullaw.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:43:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jay Chatarpaul 2815 John F. Kennedy Blvd. Jersey City, NJ 07306
2012220123
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kim Cleveland <sillychic_kwa@msn.com>

From: Kim Cleveland <sillychic_kwa@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:43:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Kim Cleveland 419 Old Greenwood Rd Millville, PA 17846
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Irene McCormick <globaled1@mindspring.com>

From: Irene McCormick <globaled1@mindspring.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:42:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Irene McCormick 404 E. Stiger Street Hackettstown, NJ 07840
9088525398
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sharon Wesoky <swesoky@allegheny.edu>

From: Sharon Wesoky <swesoky@allegheny.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:42:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Sharon Wesoky 330 Meadow St. Meadville, PA 16335 814-337-0668
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alison Bennett <byrdscreek@gmail.com>

From: Alison Bennett <byrdscreek@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:42:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Alison Bennett 3295 KINDERHILL LN GERMANTOWN, TN 38138
9015008279
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Chere Conner <chereconner@gmail.com>

From: Chere Conner <chereconner@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:42:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Chere Conner 406 Bluebonnet Street Fredericksburg, TX 78624
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Rupert <srupert@sewanee.edu>

From: Susan Rupert <srupert@sewanee.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:42:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Susan Rupert 411 East Cumberland Street Cowan, TN 37318 931 967
8903
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Debra Cunningham <littledebscakes@hotmail.com>

From: Debra Cunningham <littledebscakes@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:42:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Debra Cunningham 3081 1/2 Highland Drive Carlsbad, CA 92008
7606466826
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kim Helmstadter <Kim_Helm@cox.net>

From: Kim Helmstadter <Kim_Helm@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:42:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Kim Helmstadter 944 S. Valencia #24 Mesa, AZ 85202 4808359380
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Laurie Wiechert <Dlsharar_796@comcast.net>

From: Laurie Wiechert <Dlsharar_796@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:42:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. We, as people, need to protect and preserve the animals and environment. So much
has been taken from the earth it is past time to be giving back! Thank you, Laurie Wiechert 2500
fieldstone ct. Normal, IL 61761
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Julie McCaghy <jloveistheanswer@comcast.net>

From: Julie McCaghy <jloveistheanswer@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:41:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Julie McCaghy 15 Comstock Trail East Hampton, CT 06424 (860)267-
8030



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Glenn Galata <dentonresources@teksavvy.com>

From: Glenn Galata <dentonresources@teksavvy.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:41:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Glenn Galata 503 3364 Keele Street Toronto, ON M3J1L5
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diane Myers <onlinestuff@att.net>

From: Diane Myers <onlinestuff@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am vehemently against ANY effort to
promote the international travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy (aka: sport) hunting.
The International Wildlife Conservation Council is a poorly hidden attempt by the hunting
industry to pursue their agenda of killing animals for "sport" and is not based in science or the
best interests of wildlife. It is, quite frankly, an effort to legitimize poaching for those with a wallet
large enough to pay the fees. Nature has its own methods of improving the herd - (the fittest
passing along their genes or culling the sick and weak through natural predation). Nature does
not need the help of man to thin the herd. Nature needs our help to protect the herd from the
greed and ego of man. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage conservation.
It threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge
the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Diane Myers 27787 Violet Mission Viejo, CA 92691
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Julia Hunt <hunt1image@me.com>

From: Julia Hunt <hunt1image@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:40:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Julia Hunt 6633 Sawmill Road Dallas, TX 75252 9722486506
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jessica File <jesfile@gmail.com>

From: Jessica File <jesfile@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:41:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jessica File 14 Becky Thatcher Dr St Charles, MO 63303
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Miriam Saraiva <maysaraiva@hotmail.com>

From: Miriam Saraiva <maysaraiva@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:40:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Miriam Saraiva 11529 Hammocks Glade Dr Riverview, FL 33569
8133779171
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karlijn Wevers <stefan_karlijn@telenet.be>

From: Karlijn Wevers <stefan_karlijn@telenet.be>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:40:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Karlijn Wevers Geenstraat 11 As, ot 3665
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Yee Chow <yee.chow@gmail.com>

From: Yee Chow <yee.chow@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:40:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Yee Chow 133 Water St Apt. 10B Brooklyn, NY 11201 6178696355
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Clifton Stone <clifton3@gmail.com>

From: Clifton Stone <clifton3@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:40:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Clifton Stone 1596 NW William Clark St Bend, OR 97703 4153747157
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carole Sipos <howlsalot@gmail.com>

From: Carole Sipos <howlsalot@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:40:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Carole Sipos 13920 Old Harbor Lane, Apt 303 Apt 303 Marina del
Rey, CA 90292 2133448015
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jeanne ODell <jeanneodell12@hotmail.com>

From: Jeanne ODell <jeanneodell12@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:40:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Jeanne ODell 7273 Morrow Rd., 49 49 Pavilion, NY 14525 585584039
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hannelore Meyer <hannelorem@verizon.net>

From: Hannelore Meyer <hannelorem@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:40:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Hannelore Meyer 616 4th Place Washington, DC 20024
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Steve Hanlon <steve.hanlon@teamone-usa.com>

From: Steve Hanlon <steve.hanlon@teamone-usa.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:39:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Steve Hanlon 348 N. Kenter Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90049 3104372132
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nicole Watson <nicoleandbret@gmail.com>

From: Nicole Watson <nicoleandbret@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:39:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Nicole Watson 13 Washburn Rd Mount Kisco, NY 10549
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rebecca Tilden <enigma13.bt@gmail.com>

From: Rebecca Tilden <enigma13.bt@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:39:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Rebecca Tilden 523 N 5th Street Aumsville, OR 97325
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ali Dillow <alisproul@gmail.com>

From: Ali Dillow <alisproul@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:39:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Ali Dillow Glenrose Rd Coatesville, PA 19320
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rhiannon Young <rangiyoung@hotmail.com>

From: Rhiannon Young <rangiyoung@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:39:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Rhiannon Young 5/341 Kamo Road Kamo Whangarei, ot 0112
096013188
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

David and Justine Ross <jmdar@comcast.net>

From: David and Justine Ross <jmdar@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:38:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, Please do not put the fox in charge of the
hen house. We are writing to state our opposition to the formation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time
and money promoting the international travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It
has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The formation of the
council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not
based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal
that is killed and the species as a whole. We strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form
this council and instead to promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Dr. David and
Justine Ross 6 Grace Rd. Danvers, MA 01923 9787773438
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Allison Millward <allie@allisonmillward.eclipse.co.uk>

From: Allison Millward <allie@allisonmillward.eclipse.co.uk>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:38:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Allison Millward Cornwall Road Birmingham, ot B20 2hy

Allison Millward <allie@allisonmillward.eclipse.co.uk>

From: Allison Millward <allie@allisonmillward.eclipse.co.uk>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:38:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Allison Millward Cornwall Road Birmingham, ot B20 2hy
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

N Mazanec <Nmazanec@gmail.com>

From: N Mazanec <Nmazanec@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:38:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, N Mazanec 1160 theo Sacramento, CA 95822
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

MIchael Reppy <mreppy@dolphinspirit.org>

From: MIchael Reppy <mreppy@dolphinspirit.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:38:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, MIchael Reppy 361 S Morning Sun Ave Mill Valley, CA 94941
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Arlene Lengyel <arstar16@live.com>

From: Arlene Lengyel <arstar16@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:37:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Arlene Lengyel 19951 Mosher Road Wellington, OH 44090
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Azela Robinson <Azela9@gmail.com>

From: Azela Robinson <Azela9@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:37:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Azela Robinson Iglesia 20 San jeronimo lidice Mexico, ot 1020
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Fran Panos <carolinagirl1951@att.net>

From: Fran Panos <carolinagirl1951@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:37:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Md Fran Panos 2303 Chestnut Cir Jasper, AL 35501 2052650148
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Fifer <guss46@verizon.net>

From: Nancy Fifer <guss46@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:37:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Nancy Fifer 16077 Willow Creek Rd. Lewes, DE 19958 3026446829
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rose Convery <wolvertonhse@hotmail.com>

From: Rose Convery <wolvertonhse@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:37:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, R.Convery. miss Rose Convery 21 Fairview Ave Kitchener, ON N2H 3E7
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathleen Deuel <DeuelKathleen1@gmail.com>

From: Kathleen Deuel <DeuelKathleen1@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:35:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Kathleen Deuel 3156 High View Dr. Henderson, NV 89014
7026826289
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Stacey Bradley <witchykitty@comcast.net>

From: Stacey Bradley <witchykitty@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Stacey Bradley 193 Beaver St Hastings, PA 16646 8142475003
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Patricia Hajduch <hmccloud6@comcast.net>

From: Patricia Hajduch <hmccloud6@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Patricia Hajduch 1921 Welnetz Rd Trail Creek, IN 46360
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Danielle Gensburg <Dagensburg@gmail.com>

From: Danielle Gensburg <Dagensburg@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:36:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Danielle Gensburg 57 East Delaware Place Chicago, IL 60611 847-421-
8451
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diana Snow <dsnow@nwresd.k12.or.us>

From: Diana Snow <dsnow@nwresd.k12.or.us>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Diana Snow 702 Magnolia Street Oregon City, OR 97045 5036141259
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gavin Bornholtz <GBglide@comcast.net>

From: Gavin Bornholtz <GBglide@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Gavin Bornholtz 9090 Creekwood Lake Trail Grand Blanc, MI 48439
8106558082
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jon Peskin <jonpeskin@gmail.com>

From: Jon Peskin <jonpeskin@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jon Peskin Jon Peskin 4284 Hooker St Denver, CO 80211 3036537136
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ana Molina <garfield_atm@hotmail.com>

From: Ana Molina <garfield_atm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:36:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ana Molina 14040 Tierra Venado Dr El Paso, TX 79938 9153420560
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michael Stuart <michaelstuart10@gmail.com>

From: Michael Stuart <michaelstuart10@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:36:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Michael Stuart 11 Arlington Street Apt # Auburn, MA 01501
5087951554
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Noel MacLeod <noelmacleod811@hotmail.com>

From: Noel MacLeod <noelmacleod811@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:35:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Noel MacLeod Lakefront rd. Dartmouth, NS B2y3c6
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robert Grillo <robertgrillo@gmail.com>

From: Robert Grillo <robertgrillo@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:35:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Robert Grillo PO Box 607604 Chicago, IL 60660
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anita Coolidge <anita@angelbase.com>

From: Anita Coolidge <anita@angelbase.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:35:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Anita Coolidge 1327 Caminito Septimo Cardiff, CA 92007 7606539445
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sharon Jones <wyldecat@gmail.com>

From: Sharon Jones <wyldecat@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:35:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Sharon Jones 1733 W 130th St 27 second street Hinckley, OH 44233
5709265529
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jovy Jergens <jergensjovy@gmail.com>

From: Jovy Jergens <jergensjovy@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:35:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Jovy Jergens 9415 SW 125th Avenue Apt 9 Beaverton, OR 97008
5033364711
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jamie Polczynski <jpolczynski@live.com>

From: Jamie Polczynski <jpolczynski@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:34:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Jamie Polczynski 2305 North Major Avenue Chicago, IL 60639
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Natalie Colton <reddogty@bell.net>

From: Natalie Colton <reddogty@bell.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:34:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Natalie Colton Ms Natalie Colton 4246 Henderson Rd Arden, ON k0h1b0
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Stop The Formation Of The International Wildlife Conservation Council

Eugene Gorrin <egorrin@comcast.net>

From: Eugene Gorrin <egorrin@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:34:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop The Formation Of The International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior: I oppose the formation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and
spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals for the purposes of
trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The
formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to push their own
agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the
individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I demand the Department of Interior
not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation policies. Thank you. Mr.
Eugene Gorrin 2607 Frederick Ter Union, NJ 07083 9086867686
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

E M Kane <lizkane723@btinternet.com>

From: E M Kane <lizkane723@btinternet.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:34:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation."SPORT" hunting is evil animal abuse by vile scum. The formation of the council is
a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in
science or the best interests of wildlife They are only interested in killing to satisfy their own
disgusting fantasies. They are simply mentally disturbed, snivelling criminals with killing aids,
who should be in jail.. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species
as a whole. I DEMAND that the Department of Interior does not form this council and instead
promotes sound conservation policies. Only a barbaric, backward country would consider
obeying the wishes of corrupt animal murderers. Mrs E M Kane The Roundel Levem, ot
KY86HN Private
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Linda Johnson <hellolinda67@gmail.com>

From: Linda Johnson <hellolinda67@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:34:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is CLEAR that the motives for this
council are impure and would be a complete and total waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this
council spending time and money promoting the international travel of individuals for the
purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Linda Johnson 1648 Lodi Avenue San Mateo, CA 94401 4153175090
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gabriela Levy <gaberla4@gmail.com>

From: Gabriela Levy <gaberla4@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:34:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Gabriela Levy 1745 Camino Palmero St. Apt 334 Los Angeles, CA 90046
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karol Presty <kpresty@comcast.net>

From: Karol Presty <kpresty@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:34:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Karol Presty 11783 Stable View Drive Eads, TN 38028



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Denise Inkel <inkelstamour@videotron.ca>

From: Denise Inkel <inkelstamour@videotron.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:33:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Denise Inkel 6615 32nd Avenue Montreal, ot 00000 5147214018
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Don Barth <Donna.don@comcast.net>

From: Don Barth <Donna.don@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:34:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Don Barth 802 sweet tessa Ashland, VA 23005 8042993160
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Claudia Miranda <claudia32746@gmail.com>

From: Claudia Miranda <claudia32746@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:34:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Claudia Miranda 221 Morning Glory Drive Lake Mary, FL 32746
4073406135
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

George Stradtman <gstradtman@juno.com>

From: George Stradtman <gstradtman@juno.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:33:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. George Stradtman 700 Elkins Avenue Apt. B3 Elkins Park, PA 19027
2156359771
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cori Craft <coricraft@gmail.com>

From: Cori Craft <coricraft@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:33:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Cori Craft 2856 W. 36th Ave Denver, CO 80211 3032417277
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sue Stanton <sstanton07@nc.rr.com>

From: Sue Stanton <sstanton07@nc.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:32:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Sue Stanton 6710 Lockwood Dr. Durham, NC 27712
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Vikki Grant <Vgrant2004@rogers.com>

From: Vikki Grant <Vgrant2004@rogers.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:33:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Vikki Grant 250 Browning Trail Barrie, ON L4N 5C1
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kalliope Archondis <kalli.archondis@gmail.com>

From: Kalliope Archondis <kalli.archondis@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:33:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Kalliope Archondis, J.D., L.L.M. Ms. Kalliope Archondis 9959 E. Peakview
Ave. Apt D106 Englewood, CO 80111 720-692-3488
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

wewe fers <wendyfears@gmail.com>

From: wewe fers <wendyfears@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:33:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms wewe fers 1 locsut irvine, CA 92604
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Donna Wood <donnaaw@hotmail.co.uk>

From: Donna Wood <donnaaw@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:33:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Donna Wood 42 Saul's Avenue Witham Essex, ot CM8 1JP
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lola Clark <lmclex1@gmail.com>

From: Lola Clark <lmclex1@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:33:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Lola Clark 1206 Nw 1st ave Cape Coral, FL 33993 2397382906



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Julia Amsler <jmams1@verizon.net>

From: Julia Amsler <jmams1@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:32:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Julia Amsler 586 E. Tarkiln Road Clarion, PA 16214
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carol Sardo <carolanns@bellsouth.net>

From: Carol Sardo <carolanns@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:32:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Carol Sardo 5076 Northern Lights Dr Greenacres, FL 33463
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pamela Williams <3blackdog9@gmail.com>

From: Pamela Williams <3blackdog9@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:32:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Pamela Williams 2418 Jean Boise, ID 83705
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Linda Pydeski <Ljpred@gmail.com>

From: Linda Pydeski <Ljpred@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:32:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms.. Linda Pydeski 1245 n. Kraemer Placentia, CA 92870 5555555555
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Barbara Geltosky <bgeltosky@me.com>

From: Barbara Geltosky <bgeltosky@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:31:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Barbara Geltosky 1615 Sorrell rd Malvern, PA 19355 6108899066
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Natalie Youngberg <natyoungusa@sbchlobal.net>

From: Natalie Youngberg <natyoungusa@sbchlobal.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Natalie Youngberg 692 CR 3371 Cleveland, TX 77327
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Claire Loridan <cloridan1057@gmail.com>

From: Claire Loridan <cloridan1057@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:32:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Claire Loridan Bp 21432 Tahiti Papeete, CA 98713
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Judy Budge <schefnh@tds.net>

From: Judy Budge <schefnh@tds.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:31:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Judy Budge 59 Dyers Crossing Road Andover, NH 03216 6037355585
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marla de Vries <m.de.vries@live.nl>

From: Marla de Vries <m.de.vries@live.nl>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:31:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Marla de Vries Lijsterbesstraat 10 Eibergen, the Netherlands, ot 99999
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

John Lopez <Lopezjohn639@gmail.com>

From: John Lopez <Lopezjohn639@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:31:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr John Lopez 1130 Glenda Way Apt 201 reno, CA 89509 7758481065

John Lopez <Lopezjohn639@gmail.com>

From: John Lopez <Lopezjohn639@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:31:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr John Lopez 1130 Glenda Way Apt 201 reno, CA 89509 7758481065
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jo Horn <joellenhorn02@comcast.net>

From: Jo Horn <joellenhorn02@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:31:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Jo Horn 5040 Powers Ferry Road, NW Atlanta, GA 30327 404-255-
4428
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Edgar Galarza <edgargalarza761@gmail.com>

From: Edgar Galarza <edgargalarza761@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:31:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Edgar Galarza 90 Cambridge St. Lawrence, MA 01843 9788538321
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Monica Wiesener <monica.wiesener@gmail.com>

From: Monica Wiesener <monica.wiesener@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:31:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Monica Wiesener 5940 Ruthwood Drive Calabasas, CA 91302
3103832983
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

f r <geneophotos@hotmail.com>

From: f r <geneophotos@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:31:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, f r 4 wwy orting, WA 98360
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marcia Hoodwin <marcia@accentsaway.com>

From: Marcia Hoodwin <marcia@accentsaway.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:31:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Marcia Hoodwin 8236 Shadow Pine Way Sarasota, FL 34238
9419219533
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Regina Milione <Harpo1218@gmail.com>

From: Regina Milione <Harpo1218@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:31:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Regina Milione 666 W. Germantown Pike Unit 1104 Plymouth
Meeting, PA 19462 2153170476
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Thea Spaanstra <theaspaanstra@gmail.com>

From: Thea Spaanstra <theaspaanstra@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:31:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, 1946 Thea Spaanstra Blitsaerd Leeuwarden, CA 90263 582559282
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rebecca Ripley <becky@beckyripley.com>

From: Rebecca Ripley <becky@beckyripley.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:31:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Rebecca Ripley 6461 Red Keel Columbia, MD 21044
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

j h <kimgroom@hotmail.com>

From: j h <kimgroom@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:31:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, j h 3 wwy orting, WA 98360
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

MAX SAMPSON <eurostar4@hotmail.com>

From: MAX SAMPSON <eurostar4@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:30:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, MAX SAMPSON 2045829099 winnipeg, MB r2w 4m8 204-417-4427
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Please Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Barbara DelGiudice <barbaradell1@comcast.net>

From: Barbara DelGiudice <barbaradell1@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:30:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Please Stop the formation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Please Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Thank
you, Ms Barbara DelGiudice 14634 11th Ave SW Burien, WA 98166 2063832080
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Wendy LeGault <saveadogger@gmail.com>

From: Wendy LeGault <saveadogger@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:30:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, miss Wendy LeGault 744 main st somers, CT 06071
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bruni Boyden <bmagnolia@cox.net>

From: Bruni Boyden <bmagnolia@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:30:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mrs Bruni Boyden 370 Walt Whitman Ave Newport News, VA 23606 757
873 0953
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tonya Dysart <tdysart1971@gmail.com>

From: Tonya Dysart <tdysart1971@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:30:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Tonya Dysart 1512 La Playa Ave. #7209 San Diego, CA 92109
6198409773



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Donna Chicone <dchicone@tcq.net>

From: Donna Chicone <dchicone@tcq.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:30:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Donna Chicone 9167 Brentwood Trail Woodbury, MN 55125 113-456-
7890
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Shirley Davis <shirley.davis@umit.maine.edu>

From: Shirley Davis <shirley.davis@umit.maine.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:30:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Prof Shirley Davis 64 Gardner Road Orono, ME 04473 2078664785
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lisa Bailey <Lbailey22@comcast.net>

From: Lisa Bailey <Lbailey22@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:30:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Lisa Bailey 6085 Juniper Court Whitestown, IN 46075 3176900263
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ludmila Sigal <ludmila.sigal@comarbrands.com>

From: Ludmila Sigal <ludmila.sigal@comarbrands.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:30:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ludmila Sigal 66-08 102 nd st apt #6A Rego Park, NY 11374
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Howard <fredsmom@mindspring.com>

From: Nancy Howard <fredsmom@mindspring.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:30:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Nancy Howard 3562 Vicki Lane Douglasville, GA 30135 7709200301
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lorena Delgado <edelgado@telus.net>

From: Lorena Delgado <edelgado@telus.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:30:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Lorena Delgado 8068 120 St Surrey, BC V3W 3P3
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dana Knutson <mail@danaknutson.com>

From: Dana Knutson <mail@danaknutson.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:30:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Dana Knutson 3727 58th Ave Sw Seattle, WA 98116 2069337392
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hanna Touart <hanna.touart@gmail.com>

From: Hanna Touart <hanna.touart@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:30:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Hanna Touart Uus-Kalamaja Tallinn, ot 50450
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Ronald K. Johnson" <rriverrat@roadrunner.com>

From: "Ronald K. Johnson" <rriverrat@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:29:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Ronald K. Johnson 312 S. Coho Rd. Post Falls, ID 83854 208-777-
1588
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Iwona Karpinska <ikarpinska@comcast.net>

From: Iwona Karpinska <ikarpinska@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:30:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Iwona Karpinska 20 Stage Coach Road Windsor, CT 06095 860-688-2903



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Patricia Podlesak <hortnfrm@frontiernet.net>

From: Patricia Podlesak <hortnfrm@frontiernet.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:29:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Patricia Podlesak 7879 Thorne Rd Horton, MI 49246 5175639129
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Aurea E Briales <aebeiales@gmail.com>

From: Aurea E Briales <aebeiales@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:29:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Aurea E Briales Tula 4 N-10 Lomas Verdes Bayamón, PR 00956 1(787)
368-6738
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

James Jacobson <jimjac63@gmail.com>

From: James Jacobson <jimjac63@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:29:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, James Jacobson 184 Columbia Drive Iowa City, IA 52245 3196319463
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Derek Dionisio <D-maul@hotmail.com>

From: Derek Dionisio <D-maul@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:30:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Derek Dionisio 224 Cold Spring Road Avon, CT 06001 860 508 9676



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

cindy chilton <cindyjchilton@gmail.com>

From: cindy chilton <cindyjchilton@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:29:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mrs cindy chilton 7300 merrily ln Charlotte, NC 28214 7042810169
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Donaldson <sdonaldson43@comcast.net>

From: Susan Donaldson <sdonaldson43@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:29:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. I am very disappointed that you would consider forming such a council given the fact
that its name makes it sound benevolent but in fact it will be comprised of members of the gun
lobby/industry, members of the notorious International Safari Club and businesses that make
their money off big-game hunting. This is a business organization, not a conservation society,
and it does not have animal welfare as its goal. Thank you, Mrs. Susan Donaldson 1417
Rembrandt Road Boulder, CO 80302
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

John Dalla <johndalla81@gmail.com>

From: John Dalla <johndalla81@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:29:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. John Dalla 2464 Abarth St Las Vegas, NV 89142 7027648364
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

charles goldsmith <olivergoldsmith12@gmail.com>

From: charles goldsmith <olivergoldsmith12@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:28:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mr charles goldsmith 309 terry lane Washington, MO 63090
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Clair Dominguez <clairrosales12@gmail.com>

From: Clair Dominguez <clairrosales12@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:29:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Clair Dominguez 4527 Joliet Ave Lyons, IL 60534 7084435123
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Fern Stearney <fz.stearney@verizon.net>

From: Fern Stearney <fz.stearney@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:28:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms Fern Stearney 58 Cobb Ln Tarrytown, NY 10591
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marla Mize <mcm.cfs@gmail.com>

From: Marla Mize <mcm.cfs@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:28:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Marla Mize 3663 D St. NE Apt. G Salem, OR 97301



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Shannon Flannery <weaglex2@gmail.com>

From: Shannon Flannery <weaglex2@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:29:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Shannon Flannery 2217 Kimberly Drive Augusta, GA 30904
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rachel Ory <raory@comcast.net>

From: Rachel Ory <raory@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:28:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Rachel Ory 91 Agamenticus Avenue Cape Neddick, ME 03902
2076060877
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sandra-Yvonne BLACKLOCK <sandrayvonne.blacklock@gmail.com>

From: Sandra-Yvonne BLACKLOCK
<sandrayvonne.blacklock@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:28:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Sandra-Yvonne BLACKLOCK Karlsdorf 56 Karlsdorf-Pernersdorf, ot A-
2052 6801179260
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tricia Candor <ctscandor@comcast.net>

From: Tricia Candor <ctscandor@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:28:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Tricia Candor 100 Davidson Drive Ladson, SC 29456
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Phyllis Troia <pjtroia@verizon.net>

From: Phyllis Troia <pjtroia@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:27:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, DR Phyllis Troia 627 long Pond Rd Plymouth, MA 02360 508 747 6255
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Angela Papalia <Alpapalia@gmail.com>

From: Angela Papalia <Alpapalia@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:26:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Angela Papalia 11 Rebecca Hamilton, ON L8r3h7
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

David Fisher <davidfisher@comcast.net>

From: David Fisher <davidfisher@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:28:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, David Fisher 419 Grant Ave Pitman, NJ 08071 8565890000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Julia Cranmer <jcranmer3@comcast.net>

From: Julia Cranmer <jcranmer3@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:27:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Julia Cranmer 2393 Route 206 Southampton, NJ 08088 6109991944
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dawne Santopietro <dawne_santopietro@urmc.rochester.edu>

From: Dawne Santopietro <dawne_santopietro@urmc.rochester.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:28:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Dawne Santopietro 3244 tanaberry circle Macedon, NY 14502
5852332799
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sara Avery <sara.avery@gmail.com>

From: Sara Avery <sara.avery@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:27:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Sara Avery 1329 Agape Way Lafayette, CO 80026 3034892431
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joy London <joylond@gmail.com>

From: Joy London <joylond@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:27:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Joy London 587 Connecticut Avenue Norwalk, CT 06854
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robin Turco <Rwturco@comcast.net>

From: Robin Turco <Rwturco@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:27:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Robin Turco 1437 Vieux Tallahassee, FL 32308 8505977708
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Eric James <ewjames1@comcast.net>

From: Eric James <ewjames1@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:26:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mr Eric James 13 Slocum St. Acushnet, MA 02743 5089972984
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Chris Montalbano <ravenmouse143@comcast.net>

From: Chris Montalbano <ravenmouse143@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:26:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Chris Montalbano 2515 Fitzpatrick Lane Matthews, NC 28105
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Katie Oxford <ktox@comcast.net>

From: Katie Oxford <ktox@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:26:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Katie Oxford 5324 Mandell Blvd Houston, TX 77005 7135290029
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hayley Bennett <hayleyebennett@gmail.com>

From: Hayley Bennett <hayleyebennett@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Hayley Bennett 4017 saanich road victoria, BC V8X1Z2
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy McRae <sirredbar@verizon.net>

From: Nancy McRae <sirredbar@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:26:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and then spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies that are based on science and not on monetary profit. Thank you, Ms.
Nancy McRae 9 Groton St, Apt 2 Pepperell, MA 01463 9784338179
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen Cappa <kjcappico@earthink.net>

From: Karen Cappa <kjcappico@earthink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:26:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, Trophy hunting is barbaric and wrong and
given the facts that wild animal populations are under extreme threats from poaching, climate
change and TROPHY HUNTERS who kill these innocent animals for, what, their ego's? I am
disgusted that this commission is even being formed because it is a sham and a fraud- you
know it and so do the American people and the people of the world. I am writing to state my
opposition to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of
taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international
travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting
does not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the
hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of
wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I
strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Karen Cappa 581 Santa Alicia Dr Rohnert Park, CA
94928
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

M B NEACE <mbneace11@gmail.com>

From: M B NEACE <mbneace11@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:26:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. M B NEACE 204 Benjamin ave Warner robins, GA 30318
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kendra Daniel <kendraart@mac.com>

From: Kendra Daniel <kendraart@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Kendra Daniel 140 ashley place park ridge, NJ 07656 2019309709
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Simone Boeck <boeck.simone@gmail.com>

From: Simone Boeck <boeck.simone@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:25:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Simone Boeck 1088 Ashby State Rd Fitchburg, MA 01420
8133650812
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pamela Miller <pamz@pamelazmiller.com>

From: Pamela Miller <pamz@pamelazmiller.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:25:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Pamela Miller 6230 Thomas Ct Tolar, TX 76476 8172194808
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

lyn du mont <nette8@comcast.net>

From: lyn du mont <nette8@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:25:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, Their numbers are declining too rapidly.
This is not conservation, but simple greed. I am writing to state my opposition to the formation of
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this
council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals for the
purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, lyn du mont 13990 crabapple 1399O Crabapple Rd golden, CO 80401
3032794888
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

darcy flynn <oliver5639@gmail.com>

From: darcy flynn <oliver5639@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:25:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mrs darcy flynn 416 ivyhurst amherst, NY 14226 7168324239
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Brianna Acuesta <bnacuesta@gmail.com>

From: Brianna Acuesta <bnacuesta@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:25:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Brianna Acuesta 12022 Calle de Montana Unit 290 El Cajon, CA 92019
7145928903
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Larry Temin <ber646gl@gmail.com>

From: Larry Temin <ber646gl@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:25:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Larry Temin 7400 Belkay Dr Cincinnati, OH 45237
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carlie Doebereiner <carliedoe@hotmail.com>

From: Carlie Doebereiner <carliedoe@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:25:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Carlie Doebereiner 237 NE 3rd St Satellite Beach, FL 32937 321-848-3653
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elizabeth Pahn <eep@zrlaw.com>

From: Elizabeth Pahn <eep@zrlaw.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:25:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Elizabeth Pahn 4288 Brookside Cleveland, OH 44135 216-941-0600
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kelly Brannigan <kbrannigan@cdfa.ca.gov>

From: Kelly Brannigan <kbrannigan@cdfa.ca.gov>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:24:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Kelly Brannigan 4585 Beverly Glen Drive Oceanside, CA 92056
5592609055
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Isabella La Rocca <eyelarocca@gmail.com>

From: Isabella La Rocca <eyelarocca@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:24:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Isabella La Rocca 322 West Lexington Avenue APT 2 Danville, KY
40422 5106845846
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Shonda Hannah <Shondah@comcast.net>

From: Shonda Hannah <Shondah@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:23:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Shonda Hannah 720 Jett Rd Woodstock, GA 30188
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jane Heany <janeheany@btinternet.com>

From: Jane Heany <janeheany@btinternet.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:24:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Jane Heany Basement Flat, 292 Queenstown Road Battersea
London, YT SW8 4LT 2074985683
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Craig Figtree <craig.figtree@gmail.com>

From: Craig Figtree <craig.figtree@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:23:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mr. Craig Figtree 1906 N Bissell St Chicago, IL 60614 (773) 281-6357
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

lavinia rojas <canadaandchile@gmail.com>

From: lavinia rojas <canadaandchile@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:23:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. lavinia rojas 1533 Granada Cr Victoria, BC V8N2B8 2503855992
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Melinda Campos <jjroroc@gmail.com>

From: Melinda Campos <jjroroc@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:23:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Melinda Campos 12125 Ocean View Dr Sparks, NV 89441
7753842428
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lisa Landry <LiLandry@ochsner.org>

From: Lisa Landry <LiLandry@ochsner.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:23:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Lisa Landry 8139 Shirley Street Metairie, LA 70003 504-467-7525
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

wilson dittrich <wilsondittrich@gmail.com>

From: wilson dittrich <wilsondittrich@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:23:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mr wilson dittrich Castro, 972 972/21 Curitiba, ot 80620
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jan Clare <jclare2181@rogers.com>

From: Jan Clare <jclare2181@rogers.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:22:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Jan Clare 1005 Raintree Lane Mississauga, NY 12345 4166163907

Jan Clare <jclare2181@rogers.com>

From: Jan Clare <jclare2181@rogers.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:23:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Jan Clare 1005 Raintree Lane Mississauga, NY 12345 4166163907
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Liz Hopkin <Liz.roden@btinternet.com>

From: Liz Hopkin <Liz.roden@btinternet.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:23:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Liz Hopkin 125 Kelsey Crescent Cherry Hinton Cambridge, ot CB1
9XX
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

betsy mcclain <betsy.mcclain@thehartford.com>

From: betsy mcclain <betsy.mcclain@thehartford.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:23:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, betsy mcclain 112a wisteria dr longwood, FL 32779
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jess Freeman <Fjessicamarie@gmail.com>

From: Jess Freeman <Fjessicamarie@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:22:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Jess Freeman 2212 Richmond Street Hopewell, VA 23860
8044578859
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

PAM BONAVENTURA <limoncello.tao@gmail.com>

From: PAM BONAVENTURA <limoncello.tao@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:22:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms PAM BONAVENTURA Via Otto Geleng 46 Taormina, ot 98039
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Janet Duran <jan_duran@hotmail.com>

From: Janet Duran <jan_duran@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:22:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Janet Duran 136 w 4th st New York, NY 10012 2125292384
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Maddie Renaud <madreanu@live.com>

From: Maddie Renaud <madreanu@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:22:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Maddie Renaud 933 Seymour Street Vancouver, BC V6B6L6
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Chilton Gregory <chilton@unm.edu>

From: Chilton Gregory <chilton@unm.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:22:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Chilton Gregory 1104 Marquette PL NE Albuquerque,, NM 87106 505-
243-3174
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Wendy Ledner <seamonkey@mac.com>

From: Wendy Ledner <seamonkey@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:22:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Wendy Ledner 29500 Heathercliff Rd. spc 21 Malibu, CA 90265
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robin Motzer <rmotzerdesigns@comcast.net>

From: Robin Motzer <rmotzerdesigns@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:22:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Robin Motzer 4623 E. Shastan Way Tucson, AZ 85718
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tammy Root <Root.tammy@gmail.com>

From: Tammy Root <Root.tammy@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:22:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Tammy Root 410 Chesterfield Shores Ct Wildwood, MO 63040
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sandra Giardini <SandiGiardini@gmail.com>

From: Sandra Giardini <SandiGiardini@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:22:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Sandra Giardini 325 Meridan ST Dearborn, MI 48124 313 274-3641
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cyndi Hunt <chunt_mata@comcast.net>

From: Cyndi Hunt <chunt_mata@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:22:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Cyndi Hunt 960 Towhee Road Tallahassee, FL 32305 850-555-4444
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lauren Tartaglia <laurentartaglia@gmail.com>

From: Lauren Tartaglia <laurentartaglia@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:21:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Lauren Tartaglia 1 Northside Piers Apt 11D Brooklyn, NY 11249
9172247668
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robert Panza <rlpanza@gmail.com>

From: Robert Panza <rlpanza@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:21:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Robert Panza 15506 Moorpark St. Encino, CA 91436
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rose Jordahl <rjordahl57@comcast.net>

From: Rose Jordahl <rjordahl57@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:21:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Rose Jordahl 550 Washington Blvd Hoffman Estates, IL 60169
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mark Crane <mcrane@laphil.org>

From: Mark Crane <mcrane@laphil.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:21:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Mark Crane 2101 North Highland Avenue Los Angeles, CA 90068
2139723439
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cathy Cowan Becker <becker.271@gmail.com>

From: Cathy Cowan Becker <becker.271@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:21:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Cathy Cowan Becker 4275 White Spruce Lane Grove City, OH 43123
9372711247
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Thompson <Nancythompson51@gmail.com>

From: Nancy Thompson <Nancythompson51@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:20:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Nancy Thompson 320 riverside drive New York, NY 10025 917-796-
0810
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Patricia Fleischer <oilsheal@gmail.com>

From: Patricia Fleischer <oilsheal@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:21:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Patricia Fleischer 1620 Meeker Dr Longmont, CO 80504 303-772-2127
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jocelyn Girard <Sydbudsgirl@gmail.com>

From: Jocelyn Girard <Sydbudsgirl@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jocelyn Girard 3111 N. Mountain View San Bernardino, CA 92405
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Judy Childers <judy.childers@etcconnect.com>

From: Judy Childers <judy.childers@etcconnect.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:20:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Judy Childers 610 Vernon Ave. Madison, WI 53714 6088245356
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

sarah zechmann <rocknrollw@hotmail.com>

From: sarah zechmann <rocknrollw@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:20:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, sarah zechmann in der schaufel 82b rankweil, ot 6830
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mir Bahmanyar <Mbahmanyar@sncglobal.net>

From: Mir Bahmanyar <Mbahmanyar@sncglobal.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:20:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mir Bahmanyar 6708 aldea ave Van nuys, CA 91406
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mary Schinke <mary@schinkelaw.com>

From: Mary Schinke <mary@schinkelaw.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:20:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mary Schinke POB 165 Roxbury, CT 06783
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Renee Marinkovich <renee@compass.com>

From: Renee Marinkovich <renee@compass.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:19:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I have read the following letter and fully
endorse it. Please do not proceed with this Council. I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Renee Marinkovich 8312 Regis Way Los Angeles, CA 90045 3102004614
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

lance moseley <LANCEFROMLA@gmail.com>

From: lance moseley <LANCEFROMLA@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:19:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. lance moseley 8752 westfield Dr seville, OH 44273 3104629424
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anna Rossi <rossijos13@gmail.com>

From: Anna Rossi <rossijos13@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:19:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Anna Rossi 490 washburn Ave. Washington, NJ 07882 9086894088
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Harold A Smith <hase55@comcast.net>

From: Harold A Smith <hase55@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:18:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. and Mrs Harold A Smith 5040 West Tharpe Street Unit #306
Tallahassee, FL 32303 850-765-1054
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jodi Rodar <hooppole@gmail.com>

From: Jodi Rodar <hooppole@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:19:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr Jodi Rodar 223 North VLley Road Pelham, MA 01002 4132568649
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lucy Irving <lucy.irving46@gmail.com>

From: Lucy Irving <lucy.irving46@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:19:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Lucy Irving A A, RI 123456 07111111111
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ashmi Dang <ashminyc@gmail.com>

From: Ashmi Dang <ashminyc@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:18:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ashmi Dang 145 4th Ave New York, NY 10003
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"José Leroux" <joseleroux@me.com>

From: "José Leroux" <joseleroux@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:18:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr José Leroux 29 Bellevue Westmount, QC H3Y 1G4
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mariana McCormick <marianamccormick11@gmail.com>

From: Mariana McCormick <marianamccormick11@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:18:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mariana McCormick 5124 Waukesha Rd Bethesda, MD 20816
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jeff Merritt <jeffrey.j.merritt@emory.edu>

From: Jeff Merritt <jeffrey.j.merritt@emory.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:18:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Jeff Merritt 217 ADAIR ST Apt 9 Decatur, GA 30030 4847941565
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pat Rose <patrose253@comcast.net>

From: Pat Rose <patrose253@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:19:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Pat Rose 5138 Carol Street, Skokie, IL, United States 5138 Skokie, IL
60077 3122867422
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Julie Lafferty <nagareiki@gmail.com>

From: Julie Lafferty <nagareiki@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:18:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Julie Lafferty 11826 W Alfred St Boise, ID 83713
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Katie Oxford <ktox@comcast.net>

From: Katie Oxford <ktox@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:18:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Katie Oxford 5324 Mandell Blvd Houston, TX 77005 7135290029
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mia Logan <mialogan@gmail.com>

From: Mia Logan <mialogan@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:18:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mia Logan 177 Lafayette Ave #4 Apt 4 Brooklyn, NY 11238
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Vicki Mattingly <vickimattingly@verizon.net>

From: Vicki Mattingly <vickimattingly@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:18:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Vicki Mattingly 9719c S.W. 95th Terrace Ocala, FL 34481 352-433-
4320
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen Colin <karebearcolin@hotmail.com>

From: Karen Colin <karebearcolin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:18:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Karen Colin 3324 WESLEY DR Las Cruces, NM 88012 5756201555
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robert Lubarsky <lubarsky.robert@comcast.net>

From: Robert Lubarsky <lubarsky.robert@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:18:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Robert Lubarsky 416 NE 28TH ST WILTON MANORS, FL 33334
5613064769
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ron Przybycien <ron.przybycien@gmail.com>

From: Ron Przybycien <ron.przybycien@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:17:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ron Przybycien 62 Kent Shore Drive Carmel, NY 10512 8452255420
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Allison Magnone <Allykatmajor@gmail.com>

From: Allison Magnone <Allykatmajor@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:17:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Allison Magnone 2041 west hebron pkwy 2525 Carrollton, TX 75010
4694635066
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nan Deans <nandeans@att.net>

From: Nan Deans <nandeans@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:17:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Nan Deans 7323 Colony Rd. Charlotte, NC 28226 7044513577
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Evelyn H Pickering <gildae@comcast.net>

From: Evelyn H Pickering <gildae@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:18:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Evelyn H Pickering 19517 86th Ave W Edmonds, WA 98026
4256708932



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mary Cummins <mary@animaladvocates.us>

From: Mary Cummins <mary@animaladvocates.us>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:17:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Animal Advocates Mary Cummins 645 w 9th st 110-140 los angeles, CA
90015 3108774770
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dina Dornseif <ddornseif@homesecurityabstract.com>

From: Dina Dornseif <ddornseif@homesecurityabstract.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:17:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dina Dornseif 10992 97th ST Milaca, MN 56353 763-633-2301
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joyce K Reynolds <jreynolds@jkr.net>

From: Joyce K Reynolds <jreynolds@jkr.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:17:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Joyce K Reynolds 309 SW 13th Ter Ft Lauderdale, FL 33312 954-803-
5292

Joyce K Reynolds <jreynolds@jkr.net>

From: Joyce K Reynolds <jreynolds@jkr.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:17:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Joyce K Reynolds 309 SW 13th Ter Ft Lauderdale, FL 33312 954-803-
5292
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mark McDonald <markevmac@hotmail.com>

From: Mark McDonald <markevmac@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Mark McDonald 3509 Barklay Dr NE Lacey, WA 98516
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

MARCY WILLIAMS <marcycats@comcast.net>

From: MARCY WILLIAMS <marcycats@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:17:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms MARCY WILLIAMS 18 roundtree blvd san rafael, CA 94903 415-479-
4947



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathy Jacobs <kathejake@msn.com>

From: Kathy Jacobs <kathejake@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Kathy Jacobs 2969 Denver Drive Fort Collins, CO 80525
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen Karvelis <crueltytoanimalsisignorant@gmail.com>

From: Karen Karvelis <crueltytoanimalsisignorant@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:17:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Karen Karvelis 7335 Cherokee Road Richmond, VA 23225
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Paula Zerzan <pzerzan@comcast.net>

From: Paula Zerzan <pzerzan@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:17:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Paula Zerzan 16912 Falcon Lane Sonoma, CA 95476 707-721-6869
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen Sievers <sammie0@me.com>

From: Karen Sievers <sammie0@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Karen Sievers 2404 Cherokee Ln Guntersville, AL 35976
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ronda Hammond-Dziak <rrgeater@comcast.net>

From: Ronda Hammond-Dziak <rrgeater@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Ronda Hammond-Dziak 1134 Bull Valley Dr. Woodstock, IL 60098
8153085547
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Adele Chun <acmail@comcast.net>

From: Adele Chun <acmail@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Adele Chun 112 Biscayne Court Unit 6 Princeton, NJ 08540
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Massimiliano Urso <maurso@gmail.com>

From: Massimiliano Urso <maurso@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Massimiliano Urso 5 calle 15-16 ave n.o. 105 San Pedro Sula, ot 00000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Stacy D'Aguiar" <stacy@unreal-art.com>

From: "Stacy D'Aguiar" <stacy@unreal-art.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr Stacy D'Aguiar 1050 University Ave #E107 San Diego, CA 92103
6192788172
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Monique Musialowski <moirae07@att.net>

From: Monique Musialowski <moirae07@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Monique Musialowski 28522 Lancaster Dr Chesterfield, MI 48047
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jean Colison <ljcolison@verizon.net>

From: Jean Colison <ljcolison@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mx Jean Colison 11415 Schyulkill Rd Rockville, MD 20852
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Richard W. Firth" <wrfirth@gmail.com>

From: "Richard W. Firth" <wrfirth@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation NOR PRESERVATION! The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by
the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of
wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I
strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mr Richard W. Firth 10111 Holly Road Mechanicsville, VA
23116 804-559-0746
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joseph Fysz <Josepjoan@comcast.net>

From: Joseph Fysz <Josepjoan@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Joseph Fysz 251 Clay St Trenton, NJ 08611 6099473008
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sheila Mowat <sdmowat1@gmail.com>

From: Sheila Mowat <sdmowat1@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Sheila Mowat 86 Ebert Ave Red Deer, AB T4R2C6
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Angela Black <angelab133@gmail.com>

From: Angela Black <angelab133@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Angela Black 333 E Peace St Long Beach, CA 90805 562-612-4639
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gilda Fusilier <gfusilier@comcast.net>

From: Gilda Fusilier <gfusilier@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Gilda Fusilier 955 43rd Avenue 4 Sacramento, CA 95831 9163931028
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joanne North <joannen@msn.com>

From: Joanne North <joannen@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Joanne North 26504 Clarkston Drive Bonita Springs, FL 34135
2399473323
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Laura Burnosky <lauraburnosky@gmail.com>

From: Laura Burnosky <lauraburnosky@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Laura Burnosky 38 Orchard Street New York, NY 10002
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Almudena Garcia <almu.garciamoreno@gmail.com>

From: Almudena Garcia <almu.garciamoreno@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:15:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Almudena Garcia C/Palencia 48 c/palencia Madrid, NC 28020
0034915361657
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

jennifer bradley <jennybee.bradley@gmail.com>

From: jennifer bradley <jennybee.bradley@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms jennifer bradley 1819 12th St santa monica, CA 90404 5556789876
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathy Alter <kninemom@twcny.rr.com>

From: Kathy Alter <kninemom@twcny.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Kathy Alter 6004 Valley Mills Rd Munnsville, NY 13409 3154956715
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

sarah shaw <sarah@sarahshaw.com>

From: sarah shaw <sarah@sarahshaw.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:15:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, sarah shaw 615 Locust ST Sausalito, CA 94965
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jaye Trottier <jayetrottier@gmail.com>

From: Jaye Trottier <jayetrottier@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:15:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Jaye Trottier 1 KINGS RANSOM LANE BEDFORD, NH 03110
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bridgett Heinly <Kbmdogs@att.net>

From: Bridgett Heinly <Kbmdogs@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:15:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Bridgett Heinly 4440 Brindisi San Diego, CA 92107 6192212943



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dell Richards <Dell@dellrichards.com>

From: Dell Richards <Dell@dellrichards.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:15:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Dell Richards 1250 33rd Street Sacramento, CA 95816 916-455-4790
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Linnell Krikorian <linnkrik@comcast.net>

From: Linnell Krikorian <linnkrik@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:14:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Linnell Krikorian 10 Old Orchard Way Manchester, NH 03103
6035914161
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Harald Bilek <a1.915206224@a1.net>

From: Harald Bilek <a1.915206224@a1.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:15:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Harald Bilek Marchfeldstr. 16-18/5/8 16-18/5/8 WIEN, ot 1200
6503612290
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kris Waterworth <kriswaterworth@gmail.com>

From: Kris Waterworth <kriswaterworth@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:15:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Kris Waterworth 1274 NE 69 Ct Hillsboro, OR 97124
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marlene Puaoi <mpuaoi@comcast.net>

From: Marlene Puaoi <mpuaoi@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:15:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Marlene Puaoi 9 Josefa Court Novato, CA 94949 4153826187
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marie Coiscaud <theorema68@me.com>

From: Marie Coiscaud <theorema68@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:15:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Marie Coiscaud 3839 de Mentana Montreal, ot H2L 3R7
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Angel Orona <angelorona111@gmail.com>

From: Angel Orona <angelorona111@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:14:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Angel Orona 709 West Ramona Road Alhambra, CA 91803
6263089283
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Edna Thuma <richedna@comcast.net>

From: Edna Thuma <richedna@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:14:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Edna Thuma 236 Braden Ct Clinton, TN 37716
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Judith Smith <axisdance@comcast.net>

From: Judith Smith <axisdance@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:14:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Judith Smith 2712 Grande Vista Ave Oakland, CA 94601 5109140870
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gord Sanderson <gordosanderson@hotmail.com>

From: Gord Sanderson <gordosanderson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:14:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Gord Sanderson 20 Discovery Ridge Close SW Calgary, AB T3H5X4



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sandra Lynn <cresorchid@gmail.com>

From: Sandra Lynn <cresorchid@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:14:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Sandra Lynn 100 Commons Rd. Suite 7-185 Dripping Springs, TX
78620 5128584525
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Norma Campbell <Sqrrlady@hotmail.com>

From: Norma Campbell <Sqrrlady@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:14:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Norma Campbell 37 Decorah Lane Campbell, CA 95008 408-559-7379
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diane Petrillo <dcosmo@att.net>

From: Diane Petrillo <dcosmo@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:14:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Diane Petrillo 3708 Whitney Avenue Hamden, CT 06518
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michelle Szabados <michelle.szabados@gmail.com>

From: Michelle Szabados <michelle.szabados@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:14:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Michelle Szabados Nw 48th st Kansas City, MO 64151 8167852753
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Caroline Sévilla" <caronyna@msn.com>

From: "Caroline Sévilla" <caronyna@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:14:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Caroline Sévilla 4 allée marc chagall Champs-sur-marne, NY 12345
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Saundra and Bill Lund <aldf2015@ssl1.fastmail.fm>

From: Saundra and Bill Lund <aldf2015@ssl1.fastmail.fm>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:12:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, We are writing to state our absolute
opposition to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of
taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international
travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting
does not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the
hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of
wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole.
We strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote
sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms & Dr. Saundra and Bill Lund 1220 Highland Dr
Moscow, ID 83843 208-882-2150
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elena Carleo <emcarleo@gmail.com>

From: Elena Carleo <emcarleo@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:13:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Elena Carleo 7605 Prospector Place Raleigh, NC 27615 9197585927
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ginnie Maurer <ginnie.maurer@gmail.com>

From: Ginnie Maurer <ginnie.maurer@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:13:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Ginnie Maurer 117 Isaiah Lane Falling Waters, WV 25419
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alexandra Szczoczarz <alexandra_rae180@hotmail.com>

From: Alexandra Szczoczarz <alexandra_rae180@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:13:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Alexandra Szczoczarz 8929 202 St Langley, BC V1M 0B4 7782409978
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

cindi scholefield <cindischo@flowja.com>

From: cindi scholefield <cindischo@flowja.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:13:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. cindi scholefield 8a linstone cres kingston, FL 33025 3259
8769279563
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

lisa bratanov <lisapeiler@gmail.com>

From: lisa bratanov <lisapeiler@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:13:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms lisa bratanov post office box 454 walnut creek, CA 94597
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jamie Greer <myinnerstrength@icloud.com>

From: Jamie Greer <myinnerstrength@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:13:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Jamie Greer 10 Highland Place West Orange, NJ 07052 973-669-
8905
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lawrence Dagna <optimat@verizon.net>

From: Lawrence Dagna <optimat@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:12:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Lawrence Dagna 215 E. Tammany St. Orwigsburg, PA 17961 570-617-
6149
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rachel Leigh <rachelaleigh@gmail.com>

From: Rachel Leigh <rachelaleigh@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:13:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Rachel Leigh 2100 S 12TH ST APT 102 BISMARCK, ND 58504
7015954219
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Charlotte ETIENNEY <charlotte.etienney@gmail.com>

From: Charlotte ETIENNEY <charlotte.etienney@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:12:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mlle Charlotte ETIENNEY 1 ter impasse des jardins ARDILLIERES, ot
17290 783621366
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Judith Poole <jpoole25@bellsouth.net>

From: Judith Poole <jpoole25@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:12:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Judith Poole Highland Hills Dr NE Leland, NC 28451 9106129727
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Brian Hutzell <bhutzell@gmail.com>

From: Brian Hutzell <bhutzell@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:12:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, Trophy hunting is NOT a sport. It is a
cruel pastime for cruel, small people who desperately want to feel big and important. I am
writing to state my opposition to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting
the international travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that
sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent
attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best
interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as
a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to
promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mr. Brian Hutzell 4601 Pleasant Street #242
West Des Moines, IA 50266 6179591007
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marta Thompson <marta.thompson@hoganlovells.com>

From: Marta Thompson <marta.thompson@hoganlovells.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:12:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Marta Thompson 555 13th Street NW Washington, DC 20004 202-637-
6562
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marnie Marrone <marnie3125@verizon.net>

From: Marnie Marrone <marnie3125@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:11:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Marnie Marrone 829 Spicer Avenue South Plainfield Middlesex Count,
NJ 07080 9087554469
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jennifer Midgett <slickmidgett@gmail.com>

From: Jennifer Midgett <slickmidgett@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:11:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Jennifer Midgett 1102 Westmoreland Ave. Norfolk, VA 23508
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Edward Cavasian <cavasian@gmail.com>

From: Edward Cavasian <cavasian@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:10:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Edward Cavasian 991 El Cajon Way Palo Alto, CA 94303 6507044750
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Julie Gallegos <julierl@pacbell.net>

From: Julie Gallegos <julierl@pacbell.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:11:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I've just come across a photo of Ryan
Zinke posing with the African Elephant he shot. He looks demented in the photo. I am writing to
state my opposition to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a
waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the
international travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that
sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent
attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best
interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as
a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to
promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. Julie Gallegos 652 congo st san
francisco, CA 94131
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

donna selquist <dselquist@gmail.com>

From: donna selquist <dselquist@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:11:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. donna selquist 10530 Southwest Waterway Lane Port St. Lucie, FL
34987 7723453680
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Misti Kane <mkane@pitt.edu>

From: Misti Kane <mkane@pitt.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:11:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Misti Kane 1112 North Ave. Pittsburgh, PA 15209 412-608-3822

Misti Kane <mkane@pitt.edu>

From: Misti Kane <mkane@pitt.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:11:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Misti Kane 1112 North Ave. Pittsburgh, PA 15209 412-608-3822
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marilyn Goldfeather <meggoldfeather@hotmail.com>

From: Marilyn Goldfeather <meggoldfeather@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:11:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms Marilyn Goldfeather 1441 Madison Ave San Diego, CA 92116
6192956164
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Terri Magee <terrisimon@bellsouth.net>

From: Terri Magee <terrisimon@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:11:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Terri Magee 3580 Drake Rd Adams, TN 37010 9313681305
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Linda Brunner <grnthumb@windstream.net>

From: Linda Brunner <grnthumb@windstream.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:11:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrsf. Linda Brunner 12335 S. 2225 Rd. Stockton, MO 65785 4172764252
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Eric Geier <ericwgeier@gmail.com>

From: Eric Geier <ericwgeier@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:11:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Eric Geier 229 W. 60th St. Apt. 20N New York, NY 10023 2128109244
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Trina Snow <tdsnow@gmail.com>

From: Trina Snow <tdsnow@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:11:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Trina Snow 32823 Fermo Ct Temecula, CA 92592 9513029764



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hermann Kastner <hermann.kastner@gmail.com>

From: Hermann Kastner <hermann.kastner@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:11:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Hermann Kastner Achenseestr. 42 Jenbach, ot A-6200
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bree Allan <breeallan@gmail.com>

From: Bree Allan <breeallan@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:10:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Bree Allan 358 Picholine Way Chico, CA 95928 5305143720
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jill Alibrandi <jillalibrandi@gmail.com>

From: Jill Alibrandi <jillalibrandi@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:11:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Jill Alibrandi 2 OLD REDDING RD Redding, CT 06896 2032162393
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gayle Brady <gayleanna1@att.net>

From: Gayle Brady <gayleanna1@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Gayle Brady 281 State St 4F New London, CT 06320 (860) 722-296
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Peter Crean <pwcrean@bellsouth.net>

From: Peter Crean <pwcrean@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:09:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Peter Crean 1202 Highland Trail Chapel Hill, NC 27516 919-918-7964
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ken Wenzer <kwtasha@verizon.net>

From: Ken Wenzer <kwtasha@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:10:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Ken Wenzer 14011 Chestnut Ct. Laurel, MD 20707
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rachele cappelli <rcishere22@gmail.com>

From: Rachele cappelli <rcishere22@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:10:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Rachele cappelli west 78 st ny, NY 10024
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Raymonde Walker <johnny074@live.fr>

From: Raymonde Walker <johnny074@live.fr>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:09:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mme Raymonde Walker Chevilly Lathuile, ot 74210
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Katerina Fischerova <seadevil71@gmail.com>

From: Katerina Fischerova <seadevil71@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:10:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Katerina Fischerova Masarykova 1971/79 Ústí nad Labem, ot 40001
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

andrea Feig <aafeig57@gmail.com>

From: andrea Feig <aafeig57@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:10:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs andrea Feig 396 vineyard pt rd Guilford, CT 06437 2033144605
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Glenn Hufnagel <gphufnagel@hotmail.com>

From: Glenn Hufnagel <gphufnagel@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:10:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Glenn Hufnagel 1174 Kensington Ave. Buffalo, NY 14215 716-833-5033
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Victoria Ziebarth <Vziebarth@hotmail.com>

From: Victoria Ziebarth <Vziebarth@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:10:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Victoria Ziebarth 6624 130th Ave NE #E204 Kirkland, WA 98033
8082500526
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Melissa Serfass <mmserfass@ualr.edu>

From: Melissa Serfass <mmserfass@ualr.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:10:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Melissa Serfass 206 Thayer St Little Rock, AR 72205 5013249972
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Betty Seger <bls56@tds.net>

From: Betty Seger <bls56@tds.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:10:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Betty Seger 15769 Trails End Rapid River, MI 49878 9064463031
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

EDWARD DI LORENZO <EJDILORENZO9@gmail.com>

From: EDWARD DI LORENZO <EJDILORENZO9@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:10:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, MR. EDWARD DI LORENZO 28 SARGENT ROAD WEYMOUTH, MA
02190 7819745810
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Wendy Chrisman <WChrisman@ccad.edu>

From: Wendy Chrisman <WChrisman@ccad.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:09:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Wendy Chrisman 1418 Eastwood Ave Columbus, OH 43203
6148041157



Conversation Contents
Please Vote Yes on AB 485

Don Dudan <action@goairtight.com>

From: Don Dudan <action@goairtight.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:09:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Please Vote Yes on AB 485

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Don Dudan 50 Layman Ct. Walnut Creek, CA 94596 9259349999



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

sharon mcfarlane <sbrowne2@nycap.rr.com>

From: sharon mcfarlane <sbrowne2@nycap.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:09:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, sharon mcfarlane 6 Newington Ave GANSEVOORT, NY 12831 (518) 505-
0309
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jodie Babbitt <scardaisy@gmail.com>

From: Jodie Babbitt <scardaisy@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:09:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jodie Babbitt 3815 Wild Elm Way Fort Collins, CO 80528



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Linda Figurski <figurski.mail@gmail.com>

From: Linda Figurski <figurski.mail@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:09:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council seems to be an attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Linda Figurski 63286 Cherokee Lane Bend, OR 97703
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carol Cooper <carolcooper@shaw.ca>

From: Carol Cooper <carolcooper@shaw.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:09:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Carol Cooper Lake Mead Cresc Calgary, AB T2J 4A1 403 278 4391



Conversation Contents
HUMANS, REVOLT & PROTECT YOUR ONLY PLANET AGAINST THE CORRUPTS
IN POSITIONS OF POWER

Alba Morillo <albitamorillo@gmail.com>

From: Alba Morillo <albitamorillo@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:09:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: HUMANS, REVOLT & PROTECT YOUR ONLY PLANET
AGAINST THE CORRUPTS IN POSITIONS OF POWER

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, WE ARE MORE THAN THE CORRUPT
ELITE IN POSITIONS OF POWER I am writing to state my opposition to the formation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this
council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals for the
purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Alba Morillo 10130 Forrester Trail Katy, TX 77494 5037669412
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

LindaLee McEachronTaylor <lmctaylor@gmail.com>

From: LindaLee McEachronTaylor <lmctaylor@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:09:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. LindaLee McEachronTaylor 2521 W Vereda de Las Flores Tucson, AZ
85746 5208838476
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Stephen Sosiak <ssosiak1@gmail.com>

From: Stephen Sosiak <ssosiak1@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:08:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Stephen Sosiak Avenel Edison, NJ 07088



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joseph Le Blanc <Joseph1@videotron.ca>

From: Joseph Le Blanc <Joseph1@videotron.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:09:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Joseph Le Blanc 914 La porte avenue Montréal, QC H4C2P7
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gail Roberts <igailroberts@gmail.com>

From: Gail Roberts <igailroberts@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:08:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Gail Roberts pmb 70 PO Box A Tecate, CA 91980 1234567890
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alain Yves Walker <ayw@orange.fr>

From: Alain Yves Walker <ayw@orange.fr>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:08:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, m Alain Yves Walker 178 Chemin Des Grands Champs Lathuile, ot 74210
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karly Andrus <k.malpiede@gmail.com>

From: Karly Andrus <k.malpiede@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:08:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Karly Andrus 7401 W 78th Pl Arvada, CO 80003 3034311309
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ann Wiseman <awiseman@metritech.com>

From: Ann Wiseman <awiseman@metritech.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:08:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ann Wiseman 402 N Main St Mansfield, IL 61854
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marie C Heuzey <mariec.h@videotron.ca>

From: Marie C Heuzey <mariec.h@videotron.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:08:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Marie C Heuzey 6659 des Erables Montreal, QC H2G2M9
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Margo Rivera-Wilson <divabeads48@hotmail.com>

From: Margo Rivera-Wilson <divabeads48@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:08:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Margo Rivera-Wilson 3401 N 37th Street #5 Phoenix, AZ 85018
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

anthony Montapert <amontapert@roadrunner.com>

From: anthony Montapert <amontapert@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:08:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. anthony Montapert 1375 Ficus Way Apt 102 Ventura, CA 93004
8053235658
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lucinda Hare <lucinda@dragonsdome.co.uk>

From: Lucinda Hare <lucinda@dragonsdome.co.uk>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:08:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Thistleburr Publ Lucinda Hare 7 school Green Lasswade,, ot EH18 1NB
01316637389
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Protect Animals from Trophy Hunters and Stop the Formation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council

C Tracy <cynthiatracy@fultura.com>

From: C Tracy <cynthiatracy@fultura.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:08:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Protect Animals from Trophy Hunters and Stop the Formation of
the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, The whole world is watching. You recently
announced the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Despite the name,
the majority of U.S. citizens know that the council will not promote sound conservation policies,
but instead will advise the government on the “benefits” of us traveling to foreign countries to
hunt animals. Please listen to 90% of U.S. citizens and do NOT form this pro-hunting council
that puts wildlife, including endangered species, at risk. Thank you. C Tracy 73 Ridge Road
Foxboro, MA 02035
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Katherine HInson <khinson@knology.net>

From: Katherine HInson <khinson@knology.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:08:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Katherine H Katherine HInson 107 Stoneway Circle Madison, AL
35758 256-837-4977
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jessica Wagner <jessicanwagner@gmail.com>

From: Jessica Wagner <jessicanwagner@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:08:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jessica Wagner 234 E 82nd Street Apt 20 New York, NY 10028
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Victoria Righthouse <Vrighthouse@att.net>

From: Victoria Righthouse <Vrighthouse@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:07:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Victoria Righthouse 3409 Partridge Rd OKC, OK 73120



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Terree Lipski <terree.lipeng@bigpond.com>

From: Terree Lipski <terree.lipeng@bigpond.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:07:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Terree Lipski 46 Belgrave Parade Launceston, ot 07249 0402589247

Terree Lipski <terree.lipeng@bigpond.com>

From: Terree Lipski <terree.lipeng@bigpond.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:07:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Terree Lipski 46 Belgrave Parade Launceston, ot 07249 0402589247
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Daniel Silverman <daniel.silver@sppirx.com>

From: Daniel Silverman <daniel.silver@sppirx.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:07:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does NOT encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Daniel Silverman 1943 Madera Circle Corona, CA 92879



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kim Jamron <kajamron@gmail.com>

From: Kim Jamron <kajamron@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:07:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Kim Jamron 3900 Beethoven St #102 Los Angeles, CA 90066
3107023319
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Teresa Zollars <teresa.zollars@pwpsico.com>

From: Teresa Zollars <teresa.zollars@pwpsico.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:07:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Teresa Zollars 831 E Beverly Way Fresno, CA 93704
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Yvonne Reitz <yreitz@verizon.net>

From: Yvonne Reitz <yreitz@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:07:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Yvonne Reitz 1301 E. 1st St. #2 Long Beach, CA 90802
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Beverly Watts <b.p.watts@cox.net>

From: Beverly Watts <b.p.watts@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:07:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Beverly Watts 10124 Chenevert Rd. Waggaman, LA 70094 504-431-1155
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Laurie Tabor <redwolf44@mac.com>

From: Laurie Tabor <redwolf44@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:06:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Laurie Tabor 1042 Hamilton Ave Longwood, FL 32750
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Destry Govito <niallandlukesfangirl@gmail.com>

From: Destry Govito <niallandlukesfangirl@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:06:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Destry Govito 45 Savannah Hwy Beaufort, SC 29906 8435243312
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diane Hoyle <lavenderlady372@gmail.com>

From: Diane Hoyle <lavenderlady372@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:05:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Diane Hoyle 372 Pringle Street Blackburn Lancs, ot BB1 1TR
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Marlowe <susantaxcpa@gmail.com>

From: Susan Marlowe <susantaxcpa@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:07:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Susan Marlowe 8913 West Olympic Boulevard #205 Beverly Hills, CA
90211 3104299610
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ellen Levine <egiraffe@pacbell.net>

From: Ellen Levine <egiraffe@pacbell.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:06:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Ellen Levine P.O. Box 2278 Castro Valley, CA 94546 510-581-7470
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Brummett <dianaroby02@gmail.com>

From: Susan Brummett <dianaroby02@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:06:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Susan Brummett 1912 Spinnaker Pl Santa Rosa, CA 95403
7074907643
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STOP the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Paulette MacMillan <pmac5106@gmail.com>

From: Paulette MacMillan <pmac5106@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:06:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: STOP the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Paulette MacMillan 5106 Maple Park Avenue Gwynn Oak, MD 21207
4104484530
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Andrea Mears <1994verobeach@gmail.com>

From: Andrea Mears <1994verobeach@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:06:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Andrea Mears 5101 Highway A1 a 5101 Highway A1A #101, FL 32963

Andrea Mears <1994verobeach@gmail.com>

From: Andrea Mears <1994verobeach@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:06:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Andrea Mears 5101 Highway A1 a 5101 Highway A1A #101, FL 32963
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elda Hubbard <eldahubbard@hotmail.com>

From: Elda Hubbard <eldahubbard@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:06:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Elda Hubbard 5 North Road Berkeley Heights, NJ 07922 848-248-1247
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Welsford <keumran@frontier.com>

From: Susan Welsford <keumran@frontier.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:06:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Susan Welsford 642 Wendover Blvd. Muskegon, MI 49441
2317242507
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carol Thompson <mcact8@gmail.com>

From: Carol Thompson <mcact8@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Carol Thompson 2874 Amy Drive South Park, PA 15129 412-655-2112
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Stacey Govito <victorianshadowes@gmail.com>

From: Stacey Govito <victorianshadowes@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:06:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Stacey Govito 45 Savannah Hwy Beaufort, SC 29906 8435243312
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sandy Knudsen <oriolegirl25@gmail.com>

From: Sandy Knudsen <oriolegirl25@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:05:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Sandy Knudsen 13323 NW 11 Lane Sunrise, FL 33323 9548460366
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kimra Kidd <KMKidd@lilly.com>

From: Kimra Kidd <KMKidd@lilly.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:06:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Kimra Kidd 5461 N. Kenwood Ave. Indianapolis, IN 46802
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Steven Chang <emailstevenchang@gmail.com>

From: Steven Chang <emailstevenchang@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:05:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Steven Chang 78 Lightcap Dr Richmond, CA 94804 4155132986
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lorene Cangiano <lcangiano@chomg.com>

From: Lorene Cangiano <lcangiano@chomg.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:05:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Lorene Cangiano 9515 Yucca Hills Rd. Santa Clarita, CA 91390
8053580329
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Judith Gautestad <judith@gautestad.com>

From: Judith Gautestad <judith@gautestad.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:05:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Judith Gautestad Joakimbakken 25 Ulsteinvik, ot 6065 22461036
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

ginger brewer <twinkly2@cox.net>

From: ginger brewer <twinkly2@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:05:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs ginger brewer 1024 Willow Lake Circle Pensacola, FL 32506
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Leticia Garcia <letty7772@hotmail.com>

From: Leticia Garcia <letty7772@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:05:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Leticia Garcia PO Box 274 Scottsdale, AZ 85252 480-654-4321
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jeffrey DeCristofaro <jeffreydecristofaro@gmail.com>

From: Jeffrey DeCristofaro <jeffreydecristofaro@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:05:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. It is also a harrowing attack on all animals and animal rights, as well as an attack
on their respective environments, the destruction which would greatly devastate our human
environments as well. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. It disrupts
the balance of our world, and any attempt to destroy wildlife and natural habitats would have
devastating, irreparable effects on our entire planet. The mass-scale killing of all wildlife,
including endangered species already dangerously close to extinction, has GOT TO END - and
the people responsible for it held more than merely accountable. Those forming this council,
along with all poachers across the United States, must be removed from office, arrested, fined
immediately for infringement of animal protection and rights and habitat destruction, and locked
up for life, with the money from the fines going to all conservation efforts to protect all species
currently under attack along with repair to their respective environments. Trophy hunting, sales
and distribution of animal products from recently slaughtered species MUST STOP NOW and
be permanently abolished. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and
instead to promote sound conservation policies. If you refuse to stop this council from being
formed, you will be listed among the criminals and traitors to our nation along with the rest of the
world and held more than merely accountable yourself for criminal apathy, avarice and
irresponsibility. We will not stand for this - you have been warned. Thank you, Mr. Jeffrey
DeCristofaro 37 Lee Ave. Asheville, NC 28804
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Winkelman <swinkelm97@gmail.com>

From: Susan Winkelman <swinkelm97@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:05:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Susan Winkelman 3620 36th Avenue South Minneapolis, MN 55406
6126249755
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cynthia Schumann <beans2606@gmail.com>

From: Cynthia Schumann <beans2606@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:05:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Cynthia Schumann 21648 Dairy Road Eustis, FL 32736
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Melissa Bauer <melissa@tinydesignstudio.com>

From: Melissa Bauer <melissa@tinydesignstudio.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:05:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Tiny Design Stud Melissa Bauer 5134 Chestnut Cir Woodstock, GA 30188
7709730023
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robin Peterson <rpeterson1117@gmail.com>

From: Robin Peterson <rpeterson1117@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:04:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, MS. Robin Peterson 4745 Tara Woods Drive East Jacksonville, FL 32210
5555555555



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Amanda Reid <amandagracereid@gmail.com>

From: Amanda Reid <amandagracereid@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:04:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Amanda Reid 2752 Milner Ct S Birmingham, AL 35205 2052534168
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Raffaëla Amrane" <raf_542@hotmail.com>

From: "Raffaëla Amrane" <raf_542@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:03:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Raffaëla Amrane 51 avenue de Brivazac Pessac, ot 33600

"Raffaëla Amrane" <raf_542@hotmail.com>

From: "Raffaëla Amrane" <raf_542@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:03:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Raffaëla Amrane 51 avenue de Brivazac Pessac, ot 33600



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Amy Wiesner <Amersw11@gmail.com>

From: Amy Wiesner <Amersw11@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:04:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Amy Wiesner 1544 Bedford st Stamford, CT 06905
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Virginia French Belanger <vbelanger@manatt.com>

From: Virginia French Belanger <vbelanger@manatt.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:04:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Virginia French Belanger 120 East 83rd Street New York, NY 10028
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Harlow <jhathorcreations@q.com>

From: Nancy Harlow <jhathorcreations@q.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:03:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Nancy Harlow 1152 E Purcell Ln Pueblo, CO 81007 7195472021
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carol Lipper <lipper@aya.yale.edu>

From: Carol Lipper <lipper@aya.yale.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:02:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms Carol Lipper 282 Longfield Rd 282 Longfield Road Fincastle, VA 24090
540 992 3504
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Therese Fromaigeat <tfromai@hotmail.ch>

From: Therese Fromaigeat <tfromai@hotmail.ch>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:03:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Therese Fromaigeat Viaduc 34 Moutier, ot 02740
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Shannon Drohan <shandrohan@att.net>

From: Shannon Drohan <shandrohan@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:03:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Shannon Drohan 230 Hillsdale Drive Ballwin, MO 63011 3143034341
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rhonda Mailey <rlmailey@gmail.com>

From: Rhonda Mailey <rlmailey@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:03:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Rhonda Mailey 633 kinghorne mews Vancouver, BC V6z 3h4
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Matias Cabeza <matiascabeza1@hotmail.com>

From: Matias Cabeza <matiascabeza1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:03:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Matias Cabeza 1120 St Augustine Rd Daytona Beach, FL 32114
3863330072
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gai Russo <Gairusso10@gmail.com>

From: Gai Russo <Gairusso10@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:03:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Gai Russo 7020 South Woodland Road Chagrin Falls, OH 44022
4405526923
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lauren Moore <lmoore1550@gmail.com>

From: Lauren Moore <lmoore1550@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:03:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Lauren Moore 2224 Golfside Rd Apt 102 Ypsilanti, MI 48197
6143123232
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

karan prakash <karan.prakash@rogers.com>

From: karan prakash <karan.prakash@rogers.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:03:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, karan prakash 1925 trexler court raleigh, NC 27606
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Simone Sello <simonex4ever@gmail.com>

From: Simone Sello <simonex4ever@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:03:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Simone Sello 840 Bedford Los Angeles, CA 90035
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sylvia Bowman <sylvi.bowman@gmail.com>

From: Sylvia Bowman <sylvi.bowman@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:02:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Sylvia Bowman 11784 Rockaway Lane Fairfax, VA 22030 7034724181
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gene Wrifley <captgw2@hotmail.com>

From: Gene Wrifley <captgw2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:02:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Gene Wrifley 4411 55th Way N St Petersburg, FL 33709 727 639 6237
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Delores Parker <ddpintx@verizon.net>

From: Delores Parker <ddpintx@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:02:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Delores Parker 505 Balboa St Irving, TX 75062 2144157286
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Niina Anttinen <niina.anttinen@gmail.com>

From: Niina Anttinen <niina.anttinen@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:02:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, miss Niina Anttinen Rummunlyöjänkatu 11 C 49 Espoo, ot 02600
0443771381
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Parker Brown-Nesbit <pbnesbit@gmail.com>

From: Parker Brown-Nesbit <pbnesbit@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:02:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Parker Brown-Nesbit 110 West Edgefield Drive Summerville, SC
29483
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rachel Lewis <koropiko@gmail.com>

From: Rachel Lewis <koropiko@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:02:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Rachel Lewis 7371 Summitt dr Denver, NC 28037
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

SUE MONTEBRUNO <Montebruno@sussan.com.au>

From: SUE MONTEBRUNO <Montebruno@sussan.com.au>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:01:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, MRS SUE MONTEBRUNO 70 MINNS ROAD CREMORNE, ot 3211
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Debra Lessard <debrageo@att.net>

From: Debra Lessard <debrageo@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:02:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Debra Lessard PO BOX 172 Big Oak Flat, CA 95305 2099620596
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jessi Harris <jessiannharris@gmail.com>

From: Jessi Harris <jessiannharris@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:02:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Jessi Harris 3560 S. Cherokee Street Englewood, CO 80110
7148657899
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jennifer Shirley <jennifersh@oregonhumane.org>

From: Jennifer Shirley <jennifersh@oregonhumane.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:02:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jennifer Shirley 2242 NE 18th Ave Portland, OR 97212 503-802-6712
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Linda Benefiel <dlbmaui@att.net>

From: Linda Benefiel <dlbmaui@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:02:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Linda Benefiel 13225 Deception Pass Unit 900 Fishers, IN 46038 317-
864-8741
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

CLAUDIA PESSOA <CLAUDIAPESSOABH@gmail.com>

From: CLAUDIA PESSOA <CLAUDIAPESSOABH@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:02:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. CLAUDIA PESSOA Avenida Prudente de Morais Belo Horizonte, ot
30380000

CLAUDIA PESSOA <CLAUDIAPESSOABH@gmail.com>

From: CLAUDIA PESSOA <CLAUDIAPESSOABH@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:02:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. CLAUDIA PESSOA Avenida Prudente de Morais Belo Horizonte, ot
30380000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Camilla Torsander <camillat@gmx.com>

From: Camilla Torsander <camillat@gmx.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:02:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Camilla Torsander Hertig Johans gata 5 Skovde, ot 54130
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jeffrey Worline <elizabeth.worline@gmail.com>

From: Jeffrey Worline <elizabeth.worline@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:00:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Jeffrey Worline 9112 Wellington Dr Oak Point, TX 75068
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Debbie Schepis <dms763@gmail.com>

From: Debbie Schepis <dms763@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:01:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Debbie Schepis 302 Seaton Avenue Roselle Park, NJ 07204
9082484796
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Allie Tennant <allietennant@gmail.com>

From: Allie Tennant <allietennant@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Allie Tennant 4763 Nottingham Dr Ft Myers, FL 33905 239-689-4233

Allie Tennant <allietennant@gmail.com>

From: Allie Tennant <allietennant@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Allie Tennant 4763 Nottingham Dr Ft Myers, FL 33905 239-689-4233



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Darlene Klingenberg <dkling@toast.net>

From: Darlene Klingenberg <dkling@toast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:01:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Darlene Klingenberg 419-705=1588 Toledo, OH 43613



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

April Bowers <april.bowers@ttu.edu>

From: April Bowers <april.bowers@ttu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:01:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms April Bowers 719 11th Street Wolfforth, TX 79382 806-535-1102
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hild Berglie <hillevie57@hotmail.com>

From: Hild Berglie <hillevie57@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:01:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Hild Berglie Feenveien 227 Stokke, ot 3160 92652730
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Phoenix Giffen <Phoenixgiffen@gmail.com>

From: Phoenix Giffen <Phoenixgiffen@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:00:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Phoenix Giffen 9 Bridge Ct Fairfax, CA 94930 502-939-2205
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kelly Morton <kellym@bestfriends.org>

From: Kelly Morton <kellym@bestfriends.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:00:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Kelly Morton 3568 Oak St Jacksonville, FL 32205 9047048006

Kelly Morton <kellym@bestfriends.org>

From: Kelly Morton <kellym@bestfriends.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:00:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Kelly Morton 3568 Oak St Jacksonville, FL 32205 9047048006
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tamm Fenske <Tfenske@regina.ca>

From: Tamm Fenske <Tfenske@regina.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:00:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Tamm Fenske 2476 Victoria Regina, MT 59254 3067777152
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Wendy Palmquist <palm@mail.plymouth.edu>

From: Wendy Palmquist <palm@mail.plymouth.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:00:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Wendy Palmquist 77 Summit Rd. Plymouth, NH 03264
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Valerie Bollini <shredqueen@gmail.com>

From: Valerie Bollini <shredqueen@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:00:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Valerie Bollini 4125 N. Ashland Ave Apt 2 Chicago, IL 60613
7732634688
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Debi Bergsma <debiane3@gmail.com>

From: Debi Bergsma <debiane3@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:00:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Debi Bergsma 14000 San Bernardino Avenue Fontana, CA 92335
9093506300
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Allen <su.allen50@gmail.com>

From: Susan Allen <su.allen50@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:00:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Susan Allen 6824 Gloucester Road, 14 Raleigh, NC 27612



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bradley Floyd <bradleyfloyd@gmail.com>

From: Bradley Floyd <bradleyfloyd@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:59:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Bradley Floyd 5 Vintners Lane Murrells Inlet, SC 29576 8433259700
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lina Tatham <linatatham@gmail.com>

From: Lina Tatham <linatatham@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:59:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Lina Tatham 5078 Staghorn Dr. Vallejo, CA 94591
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jennifer Leon <jennifer.leon@bigcatrescue.org>

From: Jennifer Leon <jennifer.leon@bigcatrescue.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:00:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Jennifer Leon 12802 Easy St. Tampa, FL 33625 813-393-6066
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen Bourque <karen.m.bourque@gmail.com>

From: Karen Bourque <karen.m.bourque@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:00:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Karen Bourque 364 Burr Pond Road, Sudbury, VT, United States
Sudbury, VT 05733 4132197561
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dinah Chandy <dinahchandy@gmail.com>

From: Dinah Chandy <dinahchandy@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:59:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Dinah Chandy 100 Whitney Ave Los Gatos, CA 95030 4083487859
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bonnie Sullivan <sullivanba558@comcast.net>

From: Bonnie Sullivan <sullivanba558@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:59:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies and preservation of the many endangered species that hunters target for sport. Thank
you, Ms. Bonnie Sullivan 5702 Kenmore Road Baltimore, MD 21210
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christopher Panayi <immortal1958@gmail.com>

From: Christopher Panayi <immortal1958@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:59:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Christopher Panayi 15 Chambers Street Carlton Hill New York, NY
10007
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

kathleen lentz <kathleen.r.lentz@gmail.com>

From: kathleen lentz <kathleen.r.lentz@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:59:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, 1985 kathleen lentz 2501 Maryland Rd Apt T10 willow grove, PA 19090
2158374311
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Paulette Callen <Paulettecallen@earthlink.net>

From: Paulette Callen <Paulettecallen@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:58:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. And let’s not cater to the murderous Trump boys. Thank you, Ms Paulette Callen 1314
1st Ave SE Aberdeen, SD 57401

Paulette Callen <Paulettecallen@earthlink.net>

From: Paulette Callen <Paulettecallen@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:58:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. And let’s not cater to the murderous Trump boys. Thank you, Ms Paulette Callen 1314
1st Ave SE Aberdeen, SD 57401



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathy Simonik <kathysimonik@gmail.com>

From: Kathy Simonik <kathysimonik@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:59:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Kathy Simonik 400 Clarkson Ave Jessup, PA 18434 5707661644
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lori Thornton <Lthornton63@gmail.com>

From: Lori Thornton <Lthornton63@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:59:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Lori Thornton 1644 N. Los Alamos Mesa, AZ 85213
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Evan Jane Kriss <samesamejane@gmail.com>

From: Evan Jane Kriss <samesamejane@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:59:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Evan Jane Kriss 26 Cloud View Road Sausalito, CA 94965
4153310326

Evan Jane Kriss <samesamejane@gmail.com>

From: Evan Jane Kriss <samesamejane@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:59:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Evan Jane Kriss 26 Cloud View Road Sausalito, CA 94965
4153310326
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STOP the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Laurie Lane <laurielane@pacbell.net>

From: Laurie Lane <laurielane@pacbell.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:59:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: STOP the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Laurie Lane Box 190 Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathryn Lowry <kathy.lowry@gmail.com>

From: Kathryn Lowry <kathy.lowry@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:59:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Kathryn Lowry 19 Euston Rd Wilton Wellington, NZ, ot 6012



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Albert LePage <Al.LePage@spiretech.com>

From: Albert LePage <Al.LePage@spiretech.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:59:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting does not encourage conservation, but the killing of
animals, and potentially their extinction. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by
the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of
wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I
strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Given the Department's mission includes protecting and managing the
Nation's natural resources and cultural heritage and provides scientific and other information
about those resources, I am asking nothing less than this relative to international wildlife. Albert
LePage PO Box 2491 Eugene, OR 97402
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rosemarie Paxton <thewake187@gmail.com>

From: Rosemarie Paxton <thewake187@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:58:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Rosemarie Paxton 947 WILDHORSE LANE Stephenville, TX 76401
2544343470
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Yvonne LeGrice <yvonne.legrice@mac.com>

From: Yvonne LeGrice <yvonne.legrice@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:58:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Select Yvonne LeGrice 1000 N. Chester Ave. Pasadena, CA 91104
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Judith Gottesman <Judithrachelleg@gmail.com>

From: Judith Gottesman <Judithrachelleg@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:58:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Judith Gottesman Po box 2043 El Cerrito, CA 94530 5104188813
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Irene Leggett <paulleggett1948@gmail.com>

From: Irene Leggett <paulleggett1948@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:58:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Irene Leggett 18 Larch Drive Great Yarmouth, ot nr31 8hj
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lena Stein <lcrowton@hotmail.com>

From: Lena Stein <lcrowton@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:58:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Lena Stein 3766 Alida Ave Rochester Hills, MI 48309 (248) 224-0692
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joslyn Baxter <joslyn.baxter@gmail.com>

From: Joslyn Baxter <joslyn.baxter@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:58:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Joslyn Baxter 2001 McAllister Street Apt. 2 San francisco, CA 94118
4158893707
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Isabella Amoroso <isabellaamoroso@hotmail.it>

From: Isabella Amoroso <isabellaamoroso@hotmail.it>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:58:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Isabella Amoroso Via Vincenzo Giuliano 32 Floridia, ot 96014
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Larry Reib <reib@pacbell.net>

From: Larry Reib <reib@pacbell.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Larry Reib 4811 Chippendale Drive 208 sacramento, CA 95841
9165951312
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Fran Cardiel <fcardiel06@gmail.com>

From: Fran Cardiel <fcardiel06@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:58:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Fran Cardiel 471 Oak Mdws San Marcos, TX 78666
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Cécile Topet" <cecile.topet@gmail.com>

From: "Cécile Topet" <cecile.topet@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:58:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Cécile Topet 110 W 3RD ST - D AGOSTINO HALL APT 602A NEW
YORK, NY 10012 6466448239
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robyn Lauren <Rlm71chi@gmail.com>

From: Robyn Lauren <Rlm71chi@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:58:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Robyn Lauren 130N Garland Chicago, IL 60602
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cat Tayler <catherinecomplete@gmail.com>

From: Cat Tayler <catherinecomplete@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:58:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Cat Tayler 11212 Harbor rd Frisco, TX 75035 972-731-8775
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

charlotte brewster <inkbot@gmail.com>

From: charlotte brewster <inkbot@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:58:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss charlotte brewster 820 s mansfield ave 107 los angeles, CA 90036
3104875772
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jean Allgood <allgood.jean10@gmail.com>

From: Jean Allgood <allgood.jean10@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms Jean Allgood 3122 Alpine Ct Iowa City, IA 52245 3195418601
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jennifer DeHarte <jenniferd@specorp.com>

From: Jennifer DeHarte <jenniferd@specorp.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jennifer DeHarte 9337 Almeda Genoa rd Houston, TX 77075 (832)946-
7330
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Frances Whiteside <fbwhites@gmail.com>

From: Frances Whiteside <fbwhites@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Frances Whiteside 5453 Hawthorne Street Montclair, CA 91763
9099842820
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mark Cagle <mcagle43@gmail.com>

From: Mark Cagle <mcagle43@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Mark Cagle 303 n camden pl Muskogee, OK 74403 9185776874
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Stephanie Boudreaux <sboudreaux56@gmail.com>

From: Stephanie Boudreaux <sboudreaux56@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Stephanie Boudreaux 818 Crabapple Way #2413 Rosenberg, TX
77471 8326897136



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Linda Serfass <lserfass1@verizon.net>

From: Linda Serfass <lserfass1@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Linda Serfass 278 Manning Street Unit 1201 Hudson, MA 01749
9785495195
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

CathyLyn Brooks <cathylyn@earthlink.net>

From: CathyLyn Brooks <cathylyn@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. CathyLyn Brooks 16525 tropez ln Huntington Beach, CA 92649
5627192530
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"V. FRICK" <vrfrick8@gmail.com>

From: "V. FRICK" <vrfrick8@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms V. FRICK P.O. Box 552 YORK HARBOR, ME 03911 000- 000- 0000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

jennifer jelinek <jjelinek@amfam.com>

From: jennifer jelinek <jjelinek@amfam.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms jennifer jelinek 1404 Clark St Janesville, WI 53545
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Margaret Otwell <otwellpmusic@gmail.com>

From: Margaret Otwell <otwellpmusic@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Prof. Margaret Otwell 3051 N Murray Ave Milwaukee, WI 53211
2623520333
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lynette Elliott <maxermoo@hotmail.com>

From: Lynette Elliott <maxermoo@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing as an animal advocate to
state my vehement opposition to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time and money
promoting the international travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been
proven that sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a
transparent attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science
or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the
species as a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and
instead to promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. Lynette Elliott 6622 Genstar
Lane Dallas, TX 75252 214-704-5858
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Jeffrey Meyers, MSc" <jeffian.meyers@gmail.com>

From: "Jeffrey Meyers, MSc" <jeffian.meyers@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, My name is Jeff Meyers, MSc, and I am
writing to state my opposition to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting
the international travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that
sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent
attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best
interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as
a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to
promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mr. Jeffrey Meyers, MSc 40811 N 7th Street
Phoenix, AZ 85086
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Natalie Gray <natalievgray@hotmail.com>

From: Natalie Gray <natalievgray@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mrs Natalie Gray 8 Hanbury Close, Broom Park Bromsgrove, ot B60 2BB
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Paul Zamek <pzamek@proximabrands.com>

From: Paul Zamek <pzamek@proximabrands.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:56:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Paul Zamek 4508 Wayland Drive Nashville, TN 37215 6156652996
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathleen Jennings <auntybb13@gmail.com>

From: Kathleen Jennings <auntybb13@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Kathleen Jennings 102 Barbara Avenue Steubenville, OH 43952 740
283-3506
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Glenn Todd <glennyhill12@gmail.com>

From: Glenn Todd <glennyhill12@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Glenn Todd 43 Lily Gardens Stanley, ot DH99BQ
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Helen Ilic <rubies.r.red@gmail.com>

From: Helen Ilic <rubies.r.red@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Helen Ilic Po Box 464 Katoomba NSW Australia, ot 2780
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Fionnuala Woods <Fionnualawoods@eircom.net>

From: Fionnuala Woods <Fionnualawoods@eircom.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Fionnuala Woods 41 Pembroke Cottages Ringsend Ringsend, AL D04
A2N5
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jenna Harris <jennaleighharris@gmail.com>

From: Jenna Harris <jennaleighharris@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:56:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Jenna Harris 3039 Royale Elk Way Evergreen, CO 80439
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Larry Reib <reib@pacbell.net>

From: Larry Reib <reib@pacbell.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:56:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Larry Reib 4811 Chippendale Drive 208 sacramento, CA 95841
9165951312

Larry Reib <reib@pacbell.net>

From: Larry Reib <reib@pacbell.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:56:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Larry Reib 4811 Chippendale Drive 208 sacramento, CA 95841
9165951312
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Andrea Dietrich <coonspilly00@gmail.com>

From: Andrea Dietrich <coonspilly00@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:56:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Andrea Dietrich 343 S 91ST EAST AVE TULSA, OK 74112
9183135979
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Donna Marino <donna@donnamarino.com>

From: Donna Marino <donna@donnamarino.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:56:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Donna Marino 104 Pine Tree Ln Boulder, CO 80304 3034756380
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gillian Miller <gillianmiller@virginmedia.com>

From: Gillian Miller <gillianmiller@virginmedia.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:56:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Gillian Miller 3000 SW 96 Avenue Franklyn Sq Miami, FL 33155
2255550109
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

claudia vrabie <claudiavrabie@hotmail.com>

From: claudia vrabie <claudiavrabie@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. claudia vrabie 100 merrick rd rvc, NY 11570
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Laura Lundy <slauralundy@gmail.com>

From: Laura Lundy <slauralundy@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Laura Lundy 2900 Vista del Rey NE Albuquerque, NM 87112
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Caryn Graves <caryn@lmi.net>

From: Caryn Graves <caryn@lmi.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:56:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Caryn Graves 1642 Curtis St. Berkeley, CA 94702
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Peter Wood <peterqld@dodo.com.au>

From: Peter Wood <peterqld@dodo.com.au>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:55:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Peter Wood 21 Jones St Rothwell, ot 4022 732042417
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Vickie Rudd <vjr5377@hotmail.com>

From: Vickie Rudd <vjr5377@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:55:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Vickie Rudd 724 W Missouri Ave Phoenix, AZ 85013
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Stephanie Sell <Stephpi36@gmail.com>

From: Stephanie Sell <Stephpi36@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Stephanie Sell 134 Dolshire Drive Syracuse, NY 13212
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karyn Lorimer <karyn@askdunn.com>

From: Karyn Lorimer <karyn@askdunn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:55:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Karyn Lorimer 4730 Mansfield St 2 San Diego, CA 92116
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Arla Schumack <arlaschumack@gmail.com>

From: Arla Schumack <arlaschumack@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Arla Schumack 1668 Dayton ave. St.Paul, MN 55104 6516981443
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Angela Wells <angela.w008@gmail.com>

From: Angela Wells <angela.w008@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:55:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Angela Wells 733 W Cheryl Ave Hurst, TX 76053
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elizabeth Alfano <elysabeth@fearnoartchicago.com>

From: Elizabeth Alfano <elysabeth@fearnoartchicago.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:55:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Elizabeth Alfano 1317 W. Lunt Chicago, IL 60626 (312) 391-2883
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marilyn McMeekin <L999HBJ.mcmeekin@gmail.com>

From: Marilyn McMeekin <L999HBJ.mcmeekin@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:55:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Marilyn McMeekin 7065 Bear Dance Dr Larkspur, CO 80118
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christine Mueller <christine2155@gmail.com>

From: Christine Mueller <christine2155@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:55:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Christine Mueller 1116 South 32nd Street Milwaukee, WI 53215
4143837665
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

James Wolcott <mr_james_l_wolcott@live.com>

From: James Wolcott <mr_james_l_wolcott@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:55:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. James Wolcott 2140 State St New Albany, IN 47150 8127605904
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elizabeth Roberts <elhuntleyroberts@gmail.com>

From: Elizabeth Roberts <elhuntleyroberts@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:55:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Elizabeth Roberts 2742 W. 103rd St. Chicago, IL 60655 224-588-7471
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Melanie Crispo <mayllany@hotmail.com>

From: Melanie Crispo <mayllany@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:55:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Melanie Crispo 7936 ave de Janville Quebec, QC G1H 3W1
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lynn Patra <Ltpatra@gmail.com>

From: Lynn Patra <Ltpatra@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:55:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Lynn Patra 900 Hallmark Dr Redding, CA 96001 5302463489

Lynn Patra <Ltpatra@gmail.com>

From: Lynn Patra <Ltpatra@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:55:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Lynn Patra 900 Hallmark Dr Redding, CA 96001 5302463489
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jay Kaplan <Hollaceclark@msn.com>

From: Jay Kaplan <Hollaceclark@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:55:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Jay Kaplan 860 Atlantic ave Suite 5 Baldwin, NY 11510 5166236611
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elysabeth Alfano <elysabeth@fearnoart.tv>

From: Elysabeth Alfano <elysabeth@fearnoart.tv>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:54:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Elysabeth Alfano 2464 Walnut Venice, CA 90291 3123912883
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Consuelo Jacobo <cecheverry21@gmail.com>

From: Consuelo Jacobo <cecheverry21@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:54:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Consuelo Jacobo 100 Scott St., Apt. 3 San Francisco, CA 94117
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kamia Taylor <bigblackdogrescue@gmail.com>

From: Kamia Taylor <bigblackdogrescue@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:54:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, In today's world of not enough money and
taxpayers being sucked dry, I can't believe you're EVEN thinking of funding this madness!!! I am
writing to state how livid I am at the prospect of the formation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time
and money promoting the international travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It
has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The formation of the
council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not
based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal
that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form
this council and instead to promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Kamia Taylor
PO Box 386 Preston, MO 65732
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jonathan Boyne <boyne@hawaii.edu>

From: Jonathan Boyne <boyne@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:54:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Jonathan Boyne 2013 Kakela Dr Honolulu, HI 96822 8089514934

Jonathan Boyne <boyne@hawaii.edu>

From: Jonathan Boyne <boyne@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:54:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Jonathan Boyne 2013 Kakela Dr Honolulu, HI 96822 8089514934
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ida Carideo <idacarideo@optonline.net>

From: Ida Carideo <idacarideo@optonline.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:54:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Ida Carideo 7 Malke Drive Wayside, KY 07712 555-555-5555
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Leslie Armstrong <leslie817@earthlink.net>

From: Leslie Armstrong <leslie817@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:54:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Leslie Armstrong 160 Bethel Avenue Staten Island, NY 10307
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sofia Natsis <sofie21@hotmail.com>

From: Sofia Natsis <sofie21@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:54:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Sofia Natsis 3411 Irwin Avenue Bronx, NY 10463



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Heather Little <yapper@nbnet.nb.ca>

From: Heather Little <yapper@nbnet.nb.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:54:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Heather Little 49 MacLean Road Grand Bay-Westfield, NB E5K 3K1
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"W. Clark" <seendoubleu@hotmail.com>

From: "W. Clark" <seendoubleu@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:54:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. W. Clark 1550 Augusta Street Lynchburg, VA 24501
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Steven McMeekin <sems.mcm.mcmeekin@gmail.com>

From: Steven McMeekin <sems.mcm.mcmeekin@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Steven McMeekin 7065 Bear Dance Dr Larkspur, CO 80118
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Debbie Hilgert <floridacats@gmail.com>

From: Debbie Hilgert <floridacats@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:54:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Debbie Hilgert 2051 carriage ln clearwater, FL 33765 7274556964
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jackie Tryggeseth <jtrygges@hotmail.com>

From: Jackie Tryggeseth <jtrygges@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:54:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Jackie Tryggeseth S7559 US Highway 12 Apt. C-5 North Freedom, WI
53951 6083704583
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elena Knox <eknox217@gmail.com>

From: Elena Knox <eknox217@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:54:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Elena Knox 19650 Shake Ridge Road Volcano, CA 95689 2092963743
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Paul Landini <p.landini@gmail.com>

From: Paul Landini <p.landini@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:54:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Paul Landini 862 College St. Toronto, ON M6H 1A3 4168714198
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jeanne Stulb <stulb1585@bellsouth.net>

From: Jeanne Stulb <stulb1585@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms Jeanne Stulb 80181 Oak Drive Folsom, LA 70437 9857961585
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mary Jeffrey <mejeffrey77@gmail.com>

From: Mary Jeffrey <mejeffrey77@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Rev. Mrs. Mary Jeffrey 9905 2nd Ave S Bloomington, MN 55420
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jessica Fraijo <Jessicafraijo725@gmail.com>

From: Jessica Fraijo <Jessicafraijo725@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:52:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Jessica Fraijo 241 E 118th Pl Los Angeles, CA 90061 3107669786

Jessica Fraijo <Jessicafraijo725@gmail.com>

From: Jessica Fraijo <Jessicafraijo725@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Jessica Fraijo 241 E 118th Pl Los Angeles, CA 90061 3107669786
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Larissa Mendrick <lm3775a@student.american.edu>

From: Larissa Mendrick <lm3775a@student.american.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Larissa Mendrick 250 K Street NE Washington, DC 20002
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

shana van meter <shanarvm@hotmail.com>

From: shana van meter <shanarvm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms shana van meter 152 alicante aisle irvine, CA 92614 9492941361
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathleen Kaminski <kaminski@ulm.edu>

From: Kathleen Kaminski <kaminski@ulm.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my strong opposition
to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer
dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Dr Kathleen Kaminski 328 Timberwood Dr Monroe, LA 71203
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tracy Brophy <mizbrophy@gmail.com>

From: Tracy Brophy <mizbrophy@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Tracy Brophy 2201 NW Maple Glen Rd Bentonville, AR 72712
5407518514
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sharen Oxman <shack694@gmail.com>

From: Sharen Oxman <shack694@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Sharen Oxman 639 Escambia Drive Lillian, AL 36549 2514247925
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Patricia Harmon <patharmon@optonline.net>

From: Patricia Harmon <patharmon@optonline.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. (Ms.) Patricia Harmon 385 Janes Lane STamford, CT 06903
2032761432
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carol Moore <carolmoore1000@gmail.com>

From: Carol Moore <carolmoore1000@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, Wow, once again our corrupt and evil
government is hard at work to find other ways to slaughter wildlife. I wish we could have just one
day when it was legal to hunt long pig!!! I am writing to state my opposition to the formation of
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this
council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals for the
purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Carol Moore 3622 Hunters Cliff San Antonio, TX 78230 2104930767
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Natalie Miller <namiller@scu.edu>

From: Natalie Miller <namiller@scu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Natalie Miller 350 E. Taylor St #5113 San Jose, CA 95112 774-830-6478



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dawn Suppo <dawn.suppo@gmail.com>

From: Dawn Suppo <dawn.suppo@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Dawn Suppo 17046 Boca club blvd Boca Raton, FL 33487
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tobey Thatcher <thtaz2011@gmail.com>

From: Tobey Thatcher <thtaz2011@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Tobey Thatcher 1037 E Empire Canyon Ln Sahuarita, AZ 85629
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Giovanna Larenas Parada <Giovanna.larenas@gmail.com>

From: Giovanna Larenas Parada <Giovanna.larenas@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Giovanna Larenas Parada Las Bandurrias 7 La Serena, ot 051
0056997288349
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Meghan Macdonald <meghan.macdonald@td.com>

From: Meghan Macdonald <meghan.macdonald@td.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Meghan Macdonald 342-665 Cook Rd Kelowna, BC V1W 4T4
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Deb Malcolm <deb@greatergood.com>

From: Deb Malcolm <deb@greatergood.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Deb Malcolm 1227 W. 18th Spokane, WA 99203
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robert Hoitela <debadger@optonline.net>

From: Robert Hoitela <debadger@optonline.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Robert Hoitela 189 Poe Place Piscataway, NJ 08854 7324240259



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bonita Ryan <bonitamariaryan@gmail.com>

From: Bonita Ryan <bonitamariaryan@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:52:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms Bonita Ryan box 30 Big Valley, AB T0J0G0
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

maria basham <mariabasham1967@gmail.com>

From: maria basham <mariabasham1967@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:53:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs maria basham 3818 vernon ave nw canton, OH 44709 3304924166
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lynn Wilbur <kalei.lw@gmail.com>

From: Lynn Wilbur <kalei.lw@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:52:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Lynn Wilbur 617 Katlian Street A7 Sitka, AK 99835 9077520011
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cindy Perilstein <perilstein.cindy@gene.com>

From: Cindy Perilstein <perilstein.cindy@gene.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:52:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Cindy Perilstein 1100 Kenosha Drive Larkspur, CO 80118
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Douglas Pikul <doug@dougpikul.com>

From: Douglas Pikul <doug@dougpikul.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:52:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Douglas Pikul 15 Degolia Rd. Edinburg, NY 12134
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anna Urbiztondo <urbiz25@gmail.com>

From: Anna Urbiztondo <urbiz25@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:52:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Anna Urbiztondo Tamarit 108 Barcelona, ot 08015
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen West <kwest25@roadrunner.com>

From: Karen West <kwest25@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:52:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. I am a life long Republican. You condone trophy hunting, murdering these beautiful,
intelligent, caring creatures I am through with all of you. I will never vote for any of you again. To
even consider something like this is insane. You so not in any way help creatures that you
decide to murder. How stupid and heartless can you get. Thank you, Ms Karen West 13224
Newport Ave Tustin, CA 92780 714.972.1494

Karen West <kwest25@roadrunner.com>

From: Karen West <kwest25@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:52:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. I am a life long Republican. You condone trophy hunting, murdering these beautiful,
intelligent, caring creatures I am through with all of you. I will never vote for any of you again. To
even consider something like this is insane. You so not in any way help creatures that you
decide to murder. How stupid and heartless can you get. Thank you, Ms Karen West 13224
Newport Ave Tustin, CA 92780 714.972.1494
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Hamann <ingohamann@me.com>

From: Susan Hamann <ingohamann@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:52:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Susan Hamann 1 Ming Court Chester, NJ 07930
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rita McNany <ritamc112@zoominternet.net>

From: Rita McNany <ritamc112@zoominternet.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:52:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Rita McNany 112 Harrison Ave Butler, PA 16001



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Barbara Wasserman <sarasmommy12@gmail.com>

From: Barbara Wasserman <sarasmommy12@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:52:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Barbara Wasserman 10201 Mason Ave Unit 117 Chatsworth, CA
91311 8184772752
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Stacey Riccardi <sriccardi@hwm-law.com>

From: Stacey Riccardi <sriccardi@hwm-law.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:52:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Stacey Riccardi 200 Harrison Avenue - Apt. 9 Harrison, NY 10528 914-
385-6000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alex Vollmer <ABV5@cornell.edu>

From: Alex Vollmer <ABV5@cornell.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:52:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Alex Vollmer 26, Narragansett Cove San Rafael, CA 94901
4157854949
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ruth Stoner Muzzin <rmuzzin@friedmanspring.com>

From: Ruth Stoner Muzzin <rmuzzin@friedmanspring.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:52:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Ruth Stoner Muzzin PO Box 370761 Montara, CA 94037 650-563-
9613



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

josie Ravenwolf <josieravenwolf@gmail.com>

From: josie Ravenwolf <josieravenwolf@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:52:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss josie Ravenwolf Fraser rd Mt Molloy, ot 4871 0422436676
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

thomas ambrosia <tambrosia@gmail.com>

From: thomas ambrosia <tambrosia@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, dr thomas ambrosia 474 ridge road benton, PA 17814 5709252614
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Cristen C.J. Osborne" <ccjuenke@stanford.edu>

From: "Cristen C.J. Osborne" <ccjuenke@stanford.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. Please do not let money talk this time when lives are in danger. The formation of
the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not
based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal
that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form
this council and instead to promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Cristen C.J.
Osborne 433 Sylvan Avenue Spc18 Mountain View, CA 94041



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marcia Abreu <mlca76@gmail.com>

From: Marcia Abreu <mlca76@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Marcia Abreu Rua 25 de Abril Lisbo, ot 2580
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jacinta Kehoe <jcandptk@gmail.com>

From: Jacinta Kehoe <jcandptk@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jacinta Kehoe 71 Camerada Loop Santa Fe, NM 87508
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Maria Figueroa <Riaf77@hotmail.com>

From: Maria Figueroa <Riaf77@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Maria Figueroa 25886 Galante way Valencia, CA 91355 8182981089
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Julia Russell <friskyseagle@gmail.com>

From: Julia Russell <friskyseagle@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Julia Russell 12111 NE 4th St. Vancouver, WA 98684
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pamela White <pamelasw4224@gmail.com>

From: Pamela White <pamelasw4224@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Pamela White 1420 S. Oakhurst Dr. 304 Los Angeles, CA 90035
3104706010
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

yecenia perez <yeceniap13@gmail.com>

From: yecenia perez <yeceniap13@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss yecenia perez 17900 KEARNY ST APT 523 MARINA, CA 93933
8312616676
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Maarja Kaplinski <mkaplinski@gmail.com>

From: Maarja Kaplinski <mkaplinski@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Maarja Kaplinski 33-9a Nisu Tartu, ot 50407 58403774



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cathy McDow <cathy.nawic@gmail.com>

From: Cathy McDow <cathy.nawic@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:50:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Cathy McDow 603 Woodway Ln Richardson, TX 75081
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Janice Jones <jjones39@gmail.com>

From: Janice Jones <jjones39@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Janice Jones 2450 West Kettle Avenue 2450 West Kettle Ave Littleton,
CO 80120 3037388283
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

CAROL ANDERBERG <DOODLE@whidbey.com>

From: CAROL ANDERBERG <DOODLE@whidbey.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, MS. CAROL ANDERBERG P.O. BOX 296 4304 pEACEFUL pLACE
lANGLEY, WA 98260 360 221 2147
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Laurie Solomon <mlsolomon@mac.com>

From: Laurie Solomon <mlsolomon@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Laurie Solomon 3389 Sheridan Street Hollywood, FL 33021

Laurie Solomon <mlsolomon@mac.com>

From: Laurie Solomon <mlsolomon@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Laurie Solomon 3389 Sheridan Street Hollywood, FL 33021

Laurie Solomon <mlsolomon@mac.com>

From: Laurie Solomon <mlsolomon@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Laurie Solomon 3389 Sheridan Street Hollywood, FL 33021
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jessa Stone <Blusmom11@gmail.com>

From: Jessa Stone <Blusmom11@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:50:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jessa Stone 665 St. Marie Florissant, MO 63031
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nicolas Nasrallah <nick@phoeniciatravel.com>

From: Nicolas Nasrallah <nick@phoeniciatravel.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:50:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Nicolas Nasrallah 1785 St. laurent Blvd Ottawa, ON K1W 0C7
6132664125
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elisabeth Gambill Caldwell <ewgambill@gmail.com>

From: Elisabeth Gambill Caldwell <ewgambill@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Elisabeth Gambill Caldwell 1612 Brook Run Drive Raleigh, NC 27614

Elisabeth Gambill Caldwell <ewgambill@gmail.com>

From: Elisabeth Gambill Caldwell <ewgambill@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Elisabeth Gambill Caldwell 1612 Brook Run Drive Raleigh, NC 27614
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Komal Patel <ksp2125@columbia.edu>

From: Komal Patel <ksp2125@columbia.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:50:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Komal Patel 1994 Komal Patel 425 West 121st Street 213 New York, NY
10027
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robert Ferrara <hando1964@msn.com>

From: Robert Ferrara <hando1964@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Robert Ferrara 841 East Carlson Street 841 East Carlson Street
Cheyenne, WY 82009 1-307-637-3846
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Irena Franchi <bluabirdo@hotmail.com>

From: Irena Franchi <bluabirdo@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms Irena Franchi 301 174 St 2206 Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160 305-331-
1626
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gabriella Turek <gaby@dv8.net>

From: Gabriella Turek <gaby@dv8.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:50:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Gabriella Turek 112 N. Michigan Ave #12 Pasadena, CA 91106
5551212
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jo Crane <shecrane@gmail.com>

From: Jo Crane <shecrane@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jo Crane 436 W. Washington St. Monticello, GA 31064
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Fran Daversa <Fdaversa@msn.com>

From: Fran Daversa <Fdaversa@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:50:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Fran Daversa 729 Springvale Road Great Falls, VA 22066 7034212375
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marjorie Karow <flyingfroggy@cox.net>

From: Marjorie Karow <flyingfroggy@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Marjorie Karow 11350 N 104th Place Scottsdale, AZ 85259
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robin Goldansky <robin@robinlikeabird.com>

From: Robin Goldansky <robin@robinlikeabird.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:50:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Robin Goldansky 5423 E CHARLESTON AVE Scottsdale, AZ 85254
602-330-3755
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gailynn Williamson <gailynn@hawaii.edu>

From: Gailynn Williamson <gailynn@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:50:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Gailynn Williamson Kahako Place Kailua, HI 96734



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cheryl Conley <Cheryl.r.conley@gmail.com>

From: Cheryl Conley <Cheryl.r.conley@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Cheryl Conley 8974 Stone Oak Drive Montgomery, TX 77316 281 281
2044
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Shirley Petersen <sassydog9@gmail.com>

From: Shirley Petersen <sassydog9@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Shirley Petersen 4252 Bert Ct San Diego, CA 92117 8587319366
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christina Engert <teufelce@gmail.com>

From: Christina Engert <teufelce@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Christina Engert 225 Water Terrace Southold, NY 11971
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Patty Shomaker <Patty.shomaker@me.com>

From: Patty Shomaker <Patty.shomaker@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Patty Shomaker 1628 Mainline Blvd 10304 Charlotte, NC 28203
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Amy Elepano <amyelepano@gmail.com>

From: Amy Elepano <amyelepano@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:50:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Amy Elepano 7619 Clarendon Bend Lane Richmond, TX 77407
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Madeleine Brown <madeleinebrown27@gmail.com>

From: Madeleine Brown <madeleinebrown27@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:50:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Madeleine Brown 6840 SE 70th Ave Portland, OR 97206
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jackie Baker <jackieb830@citlink.net>

From: Jackie Baker <jackieb830@citlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:50:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jackie Baker 121 Creek View Dr Crossville, TN 38555 9317882280



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Janet Sachs <moonlightrose@knology.net>

From: Janet Sachs <moonlightrose@knology.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:50:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Janet Sachs 122 Brutus Lane Summerville, SC 29485 843-261-8770
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Betty kish <bettykish@me.com>

From: Betty kish <bettykish@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Betty kish 5506 82nd Ave Dr E Palmetto, FL 34221 9419813182
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Terry French <juell1918@gmail.com>

From: Terry French <juell1918@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Terry French 139 Pine St North Conway, NH 03860 6039863341
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Toni Vale <valetonic@hotmail.com>

From: Toni Vale <valetonic@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Toni Vale 296 Oakbrook Drive Felton, PA 17322 4438042388
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anne Barker <annenb@alumni.iwu.edu>

From: Anne Barker <annenb@alumni.iwu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing in opposition to the formation
of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish
this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals for the
purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. The Department
should listen to actual conservationists and instead promote sound scientific conservation
policies. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council. Thank you, Ms. Anne
Barker 417 Woodland Ave San Rafael, CA 94901 (415) 721-0959
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karl Koessel <karl.koessel@gmail.com>

From: Karl Koessel <karl.koessel@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Karl Koessel 330 Myrtlewood Ln McKinleyville, CA 8168 7073829440
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pat Waddel <Gunner02@earthlink.net>

From: Pat Waddel <Gunner02@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Pat Waddel 7236night Heron way Las Vegas, NV 89084
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gavin Dillard <gavco@me.com>

From: Gavin Dillard <gavco@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr Gavin Dillard 528 Padgettown Road Black Mountain, NC 28711
8283578069
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Candy Erickson <csefx6810@gmail.com>

From: Candy Erickson <csefx6810@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Candy Erickson 511 Burnt Ember Ln. Buffalo Grove, IL 60089
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

joseph pierson <mrpierson@verizon.net>

From: joseph pierson <mrpierson@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mr joseph pierson 817 spar dr 24 forked river, NJ 08731 609-693-7564
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susann Klose <moewenschnabel@gmx.net>

From: Susann Klose <moewenschnabel@gmx.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Susann Klose 1. Südwieke Rhauderfehn, ot 26817
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hamilton Regen <haasregen@alumni.brown.edu>

From: Hamilton Regen <haasregen@alumni.brown.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Hamilton Regen 44 Remsen St Apt 8 Apt 8 Brooklyn, NY 11201
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathy Roy <Jedikat@highlandrogue.com>

From: Kathy Roy <Jedikat@highlandrogue.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Kathy Roy 11 stable rd Milford, NH 03055
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

luwana dyer <luwana.dyer@gmail.com>

From: luwana dyer <luwana.dyer@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:48:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. luwana dyer 50 woodridge drive steep falls, ME 04085 2077871249
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Maureen Gragnani <ibeMoeG@gmail.com>

From: Maureen Gragnani <ibeMoeG@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:48:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Maureen Gragnani 5791 Ludlow Avenue Garden Grove, CA 92845
714-898-8968
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Deborah Bortot <uncledebbie3@gmail.com>

From: Deborah Bortot <uncledebbie3@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:48:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Deborah Bortot 8671 Bennett ave Fontana, CA 92335 9099040634
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Madelin Jones <madejon@mail.regent.edu>

From: Madelin Jones <madejon@mail.regent.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:48:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Madelin Jones 433 S Military Hwy Virginia Beach, VA 23464 7577198151
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

meris untalan <untalna99@hotmail.com>

From: meris untalan <untalna99@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:48:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms meris untalan 15723 40th ave lynnwood, WA 98087
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Janine Vinton <janine.vinton@mail.com>

From: Janine Vinton <janine.vinton@mail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:48:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Janine Vinton 1 Walter Street Albany, NY 12201
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sara Lalicata <4saralalicata@gmail.com>

From: Sara Lalicata <4saralalicata@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:48:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Sara Lalicata 303 Tyler Spencer, WI 54479
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Paul Massei <paulmassei@hotmail.com>

From: Paul Massei <paulmassei@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:47:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Paul Massei 6 Caloris Avenue Millville, NJ 08332 8567770520
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cynthia Hever <lm.fullmoon@gmail.com>

From: Cynthia Hever <lm.fullmoon@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:47:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Cynthia Hever Cynthia Hever 416 Firefly Road Holly Springs, NC 27540
9193621893
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Renee Sanabria <reneesanabria@gmail.com>

From: Renee Sanabria <reneesanabria@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:48:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Renee Sanabria 5757 Preston View Blvd APT 207 Dallas, TX 75240 214-
308-0536
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"M. Royce" <progressivesrock@pobox.com>

From: "M. Royce" <progressivesrock@pobox.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:48:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. M. Royce PO Box 541432 Lake Worth, FL 33454 561-3456677
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lory Ono <kealelani@gmail.com>

From: Lory Ono <kealelani@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:48:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Lory Ono 44-022 Nohokai Place Kaneohe, HI 96744 8082361628
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carol Martin <carolf_martin@hotmail.com>

From: Carol Martin <carolf_martin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:48:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Carol Martin 1820 Kent Ave South E Vancouver, BC V5P 2S7
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Margaret Envis <Envismargaret@gmail.com>

From: Margaret Envis <Envismargaret@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:47:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Margaret Envis Canonsleigh Walk Leicester, ot LE4 2FX
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Margo Flores <Margoinsd@hotmail.com>

From: Margo Flores <Margoinsd@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:47:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Margo Flores 3539 Via Beltran San Diego, CA 92117 8582703108
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<julamartin10@gmail.com>

From: <julamartin10@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 21:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julie Martin 107 1st Ave N Frederic, WI 54837
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<foranimalsalways@gmail.com>

From: <foranimalsalways@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 21:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maureen Edwards
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jeanmariecorrigan@gmail.com>

From: <Jeanmariecorrigan@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 20:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is a letter that should
not need to be written. Killing animals for the joy of it, cutting off heads or other vital parts to
hang on a wall or to boost a fragile ego is primitive and quite frankly, idiotic, and not something
my government should condone or encourage! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Jean Corrigan 12 Basin View Circle Bellingham, WA 98229
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<falcon.maru.e@gmail.com>

From: <falcon.maru.e@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, MARIA FALCON 115 BARTLETT ST., APT. 2 Somerville, MA 02145

<falcon.maru.e@gmail.com>

From: <falcon.maru.e@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, MARIA FALCON 115 BARTLETT ST., APT. 2 Somerville, MA 02145



Conversation Contents
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<janine.vinton@mail.com>

From: <janine.vinton@mail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janine Vinton 1 Walter Street Albany, NY 12201
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<beththompson819@gmail.com>

From: <beththompson819@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:16:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bethany Thompson 609 E Lowell St. Lakeland, FL 33805
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<s.sorg@comcast.net>

From: <s.sorg@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:01:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. RE: In Opposition to the
International Wildlife Conservation Council Attn: Joshua Winchell, USFWS Dear Mr. Winchell, I
am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation
Council" and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose.
The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US
citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an
effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The vast majority of Americans, 87 percent,
disapprove of trophy hunting. Wildlife populations are diminishing worldwide, and African wildlife
is especially vulnerable. Elephants, lions, cheetahs, giraffes, zebra, and rhino's are all facing the
very realistic threat of extinction in the near future if governments worldwide are not able to work
together to solve the crises of trophy hunting, poaching, habitat loss, and climate change. It will
be a tragic legacy our generation leaves if we do not do everything possible for wildlife to
survive these challenges. It is unethical to even consider trophy hunting of endangered or
threatened species. The economically smart and ethical alternative is to emphasize eco-tourism
to promote conservation. Having the chance to see these magnificent animals alive in the
African wild is exactly what many American tourists-- wildlife lovers, photographers, naturalists,
and authors will pay a lot of money to do. This would bring economic stability and growth for
many impoverished African countries. When wildlife is able to live out their lives as nature
intends, tourists will be able to have the experience of a lifetime seeing the animals in their
natural home. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to
promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens
who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself,
want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not
prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Sorg Grand Rapids, Michigan It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,



and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Sorg 2047 Cider Mill Trl Grand Rapids, MI
49534
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Pattykundrat52@gmail.com>

From: <Pattykundrat52@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:01:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patty Kundrat 459 South Street Elgin, IL 60123
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<megkag1977@gmail.com>

From: <megkag1977@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 15:51:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathy Grimm 4714 Kanawha Valley Road Henderson, WV 25106
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<tawatson47@gmail.com>

From: <tawatson47@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:51:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I find it repulsive that "for
sport" that Americans will be able to shoot and then just cut off body parts as trophies of
magnificent benign animals. This is the "scalping" mentality of yesteryear and is not OK today. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Thomas Watson 7118 E Jennie Lane
Spokane, WA 99212
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<PeppinR@asme.org>

From: <PeppinR@asme.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Richard Peppin 5012 Macon Rd Rockville , MD 20852
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<jmlina@gmail.com>

From: <jmlina@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:06:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lina Jasinskaite 1460 Little Raven St Denver, CO 80202



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<stacylynnboydston@gmail.com>

From: <stacylynnboydston@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:06:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please reconsider this
action. Animals are sentient beings, not trophys. Wildlife conservation should protect animals,
not glorify their destruction. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Stacy
Boydston 532 Raccoon Trail Chattanooga , TN 37419
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<catwhisper1624@gmail.com>

From: <catwhisper1624@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:56:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diana Moore 3200 Colonial Pkwy Belton, TX 76513
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Brandyjacobs279@gmail.com>

From: <Brandyjacobs279@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:36:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. If the roles where
reversed, do you think your head would look good mounted on the wall? It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brandy Johnson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<shall1@maine.rr.com>

From: <shall1@maine.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:26:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No to trophy hunting! It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Hall 18 justamere rd falmouth,
ME 04105



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Shaunacbrown@comcast.net>

From: <Shaunacbrown@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shauna Brown 18 summer cloud The Woodlands, TX 77381
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Ldm48336@gmail.com>

From: <Ldm48336@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 12:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is an
abomination. It is NOT conservation. It is NOT economic development for impoverished rural
communities. It is greed and destruction. It is an excuse for rich impotent men to kill beautiful
living things so they can create the delusion of being "real men". It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Machala 29155 Northwestern #540 Southfield , MI 48034
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Dutkiewicz.keri@gmail.com>

From: <Dutkiewicz.keri@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 12:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. USFWS is about
protecting our living heritage through conservation. This panel seems to be just another way to
bypass will of the people and allow folks like Trump family and Zinke family to kill giraffes,
elephants and other species. Trophy huntung makes no econimic or humane sense. Stop lying
to the people of the US and start doing your job. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Keri
Dutkiewicz
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<angel75310@hotmail.com>

From: <angel75310@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa Snyder 58 Woodhurst Lane Yoder , IN 46798
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From: Anna Frostic <afrostic@humanesociety.org>
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To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
CC: "Vannorman, Tim" <tim_vannorman@fws.gov>
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From: Anna Frostic 
Sent: Friday, November 24, 2017 1:29 PM
To: 'joshua_winchell@fws.gov' <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Cc: Vannorman, Tim <tim_vannorman@fws.gov>
Subject: Comments on FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118 (Part 1 of 2)
Importance: High
 
Mr. Winchell and Chief Van Norman – Please find attached comments in opposition to the formation of
the International Wildlife Conservation Council from 25 animal protection and conservation organizations,
along with supporting materials. Due to the size of the attachments, I am submitting this in two emails.
Thank you for your consideration,
 
Anna Frostic
Managing Attorney, Wildlife & Animal Research Litigation
Animal Protection Litigation
afrostic@humanesociety.org  
t 202.676.2333     
 
The Humane Society of the United States
1255 23rd Street NW, Suite 450
Washington, DC 20037
humanesociety.org 
 

Macintosh
HD:WORK:Branding:Logos:H

 
This is intended to be a confidential communication only to the person or persons to whom it is addressed, and may contain
legally privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient(s), or the employee or agent responsible
for delivery of this message to the intended recipient(s), you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying
of this e-mail message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender
and delete this e-mail message from your computer.
 

ci
 Before printing this e-mail, think green and conserve paper.

 

mailto:afrostic@humanesociety.org
http://www.humanesociety.org/
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From: Anna Frostic <afrostic@humanesociety.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:30:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
CC: "Vannorman, Tim" <tim_vannorman@fws.gov>
Subject: Comments on FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118 (Part 1 of 2)
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Mr. Winchell and Chief Van Norman – Please find attached comments in opposition to the formation of
the International Wildlife Conservation Council from 25 animal protection and conservation organizations,
along with supporting materials. Due to the size of the attachments, I am submitting this in two emails.
Thank you for your consideration,
 
Anna Frostic
Managing Attorney, Wildlife & Animal Research Litigation
Animal Protection Litigation
afrostic@humanesociety.org  
t 202.676.2333     
 
The Humane Society of the United States
1255 23rd Street NW, Suite 450
Washington, DC 20037
humanesociety.org 
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This is intended to be a confidential communication only to the person or persons to whom it is addressed, and may contain
legally privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient(s), or the employee or agent responsible
for delivery of this message to the intended recipient(s), you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying
of this e-mail message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender
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and delete this e-mail message from your computer.
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 Before printing this e-mail, think green and conserve paper.
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lsergy@mednet.ucla.edu>

From: <Lsergy@mednet.ucla.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Sergy 936 Westwood Los Angeles , CA 90024



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<coop73er@gmail.com>

From: <coop73er@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michael Cooper 3030 Misty Park Dr Houston , TX 77982
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tsleek@gwi.net>

From: <tsleek@gwi.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elaine Tselikis 46 Strathmore Road South Portland, ME 04106
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Riverdaughter9@hotmail.com>

From: <Riverdaughter9@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:31:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dawn Bausch 178 Main St East Hardwick , VT 05836
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<andreahartman@wideopenwest.com>

From: <andreahartman@wideopenwest.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. International trophy
hunting is an ill conceived and dangerous concept. We need an effective conservation policy,
not a policy that will decimate wildlife. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Andrea Hartman 25470 York Rd Royal Oak, MI 48067-3022
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ellenmaryt@comcast.net>

From: <ellenmaryt@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ellen Cormier 117 Roberts Drive Somerdale, NJ 08083
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bigdogx2@cox.net>

From: <bigdogx2@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop trophy hunts!
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Michaela Fisher
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Djlmyers@att.net>

From: <Djlmyers@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janice Myers 605 S Ashwood Ct Nixa, MO 65714
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Wiccanethawk@hotmail.com>

From: <Wiccanethawk@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 06:51:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is barbaric
and should be outlawed everywhere. There is no good reason for it. Please join the fight against
it and use compassion when making deductions regarding trophy hunting. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Maria Braendle 3178 McConnell Hwy Charlotte, MI
48813
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sazerac@windstream.net>

From: <sazerac@windstream.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 06:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't do anything to
encourage the killing of more animals. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Pennie Lefkowitz 21023 Railroad Ave High Springs, FL 32643
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<davandmary@bresnan.net>

From: <davandmary@bresnan.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 04:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Faron 9 Tucker Trail La Junta, CO 81050
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tamcat@woh.rr.com>

From: <tamcat@woh.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 03:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tammi Wells 1877 Thornwood Ct Troy, OH 45373
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Ashleysansone17@outlook.com>

From: <Ashleysansone17@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 00:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ashley Sansone 1042 Sea Grape Dr. Melbourne , FL 32935
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mgamble.smith@gmail.com>

From: <mgamble.smith@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 00:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Megan Gamble-Smith 1042 Sea Grape Dr. Melbourne, FL 32935
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Evitanuvoloni@gmail.com>

From: <Evitanuvoloni@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Evita Nuvoloni 940 n 1st st 2 San Jose, CA 95112
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<missbrdh@icloud.com>

From: <missbrdh@icloud.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mercedes Mata 5362 Lescoe Riverside , CA 92506
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gregalado74@hotmail.com>

From: <gregalado74@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Geoff Regalado P.O. Box 4183 Burbank, CA 91503
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<werbrad@hotmail.com>

From: <werbrad@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brad Wertz 158 Clees Drive Montoursville, PA 17754
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kellinaumann22@gmail.com>

From: <kellinaumann22@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:51:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kelli Naumann
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Marilyncresswell@bell.net>

From: <Marilyncresswell@bell.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Their lives are not to be
disposed of for privileged, ignorant, entitled hunters. Ignorance will not be an excuse in the
future. Leadership is what is needed to save species, the earth, and frankly humanity. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marilyn Cresswell 58 upper Canada dr Hillsburgh, CA
90210
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jjdynonite57@hotmail.com>

From: <Jjdynonite57@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janna Johnson 7105 e River rd Fridley, MN 55432
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Pinkmalibu87@hotmail.com>

From: <Pinkmalibu87@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Miranda Rowe
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<alex.suarez.seattle@gmail.com>

From: <alex.suarez.seattle@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:46:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The last thing we need is
to encourage trophy hunting! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Alex Suarez
899 Duck Lake Dr SE Ocean Shores, WA 98568
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lucygrace.new@gmail.com>

From: <Lucygrace.new@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lucy Grace
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<susanmsryan566@gmail.com>

From: <susanmsryan566@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop all trophy
hunting! This is so cruel. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Maryan
4016 east Malvern street Tucson, AZ 85711
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Hippieteacher@hotmail.com>

From: <Hippieteacher@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nelson Molina 8157 Cyclamen Way Buena Park , CA 90620
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Carolmcdonald998@hotmail.com>

From: <Carolmcdonald998@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I have no problem with
people hunting when they are using the entire creature, but trophy hunting serves no purpose
other than to build up the ego of a small human. It is cruel, inhumane, and totally unnecessary.
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carol McDonald 2808 Balltown Road
Schenectady, NY 12309-1008
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<acarlino7@gmail.com>

From: <acarlino7@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No trophy hunting please!
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Alina Carlino 28944 Marlin Way
Denham Springs , LA 70726
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Debbiegramer@hotmail.com>

From: <Debbiegramer@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Planck 1804 northview Lapeer, MI 48446
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kirstihorton@sky.com>

From: <Kirstihorton@sky.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kirsti Horton
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Barb@danceoflight.com>

From: <Barb@danceoflight.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I strongly oppose trophy
hunting and the formation of this so-called Conservation Council. I offer this commentary by Carl
Safina of The Safina Center on the subject of trophy hunting. "Trophy-hunters care passionately
not about conservation; their aim is killing. The two things are quite separable. If trophy hunters
cared passionately about wildlife, they would do what others do. They would visit, pay locals
who feed, house and guide them, try getting good photos (much harder than shooting) and write
checks to support the animals, lands and people. It's not complicated". It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Kelly 10492N Namekagon Trl Hayward, WI 54843
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Catherine757xx@gmail.com>

From: <Catherine757xx@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Truly disgraceful that
anyone would want to promote the killing of these beautiful animals. Every animal has the right
to life and who are they to say it's ok to take it from them. Animals deserve as much of a chance
as we do, and it's not fair for one group of short minded people to decide whether those animals
lives count or not. I am very confused on how this is meant to help the conservation of animals,
because all I can see this benefitting is those who get enjoyment out of inflicting pain on an easy
target. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Catherine Gleeson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Samst@paradise.net.nz>

From: <Samst@paradise.net.nz>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Unacceptable. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Patricia Lee
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<brandyw123@hotmail.com>

From: <brandyw123@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals have emotions
and feelings just like humans, stop the hunting, enough is enough, before they are all gone!!! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brandy Woods 2323 Adamson rd
Cocoa , FL 32926
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nberkheiser@gmail.com>

From: <nberkheiser@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not promote nor
glorify trophy hunting. So many animals are endangered and threatened that it is beyond cruelty
to murder animals. This idea to promote trophy hunting is the exact opposite of what your
department is supposed to be doing Shame. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Nancy Berkheiser, MD 216 Shasta Orofino, ID 83544
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jamieleinss76@hotmail.com>

From: <jamieleinss76@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:21:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jamie Leinss-Doyle 845 Brandywine Dr. Roselle, IL 60172-2804
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<zoe_marie1@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <zoe_marie1@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Zoe Jones
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mvansant16@gmail.com>

From: <mvansant16@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:56:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Margaret Van Sant 85 Hoffman Lant Eastham, MA 02642
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<garblebox@hotmail.com>

From: <garblebox@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. "Kindness to animals is the
hallmark of human advancement when everything else can be taken for granted " Grey Owl As
a former federal boarding officer and veteran of the wars on human trafficking , drug and illegal
species trafficking - I attest that there is and always has been a connection between, narcotics,
human, and wildlife trafficking! Any laws that promote one will aid and promote the other! Any
laws that prevent one will prevent the others! This is not just a matter of human kindness it is a
matter of National security, for every nation and affects the rights of every living species,
humans included! T. Grabowski,uwcsi It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, T
Grabowski,uwcsi 171 briarwood Templeton , CA 93465
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<emmmilllybeee@gmail.com>

From: <emmmilllybeee@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:41:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Emily Baker



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<renbowman@charter.net>

From: <renbowman@charter.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:21:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ren Bowman 208 Berry rd Greer, SC 29650-2608
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Cathdryden51@gmail.com>

From: <Cathdryden51@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:11:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is too cruel please
stop It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Catherine Dryden
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lyprestonpas@gmail.com>

From: <Lyprestonpas@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:01:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is
inhumane. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lucy Preston
124 Dowell Street Campbellsville, KY 42718
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<trishellengleeson@gmail.com>

From: <trishellengleeson@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:46:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patricia Gleeson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<carter.diane@gmail.com>

From: <carter.diane@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animal welfare and wildlife
conservation is very important to my family and I. Trophy hunting is not a conservation method.
Killing off the largest, oldest animals results in a weaker herd, not a stronger one. Illegal
methods are often employed in trophy hunts, such as luring animals out of protected areas. The
money goes to a few individuals, sometimes to support illegal activity. Trophy hunts are
unnecessary and unsporting. Please do not allow animal/animal part trophies into the United
States. It benefits only a small wealthy special interest group. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane Carter 2625 26th St SE Auburn, WA 98002-7038
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<donna.r.burrows@gmail.com>

From: <donna.r.burrows@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:11:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, LaDonna Burrows 560 Greenway Ct #D Woodland Park, CO 80863
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<carolynsussman0325@comcast.net>

From: <carolynsussman0325@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:51:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carolyn Sussman 4574 Wigley Estates Marietta , GA 30066
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lilianaelliot@gmail.com>

From: <Lilianaelliot@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:36:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Liliana Elliot
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Nosferadoo@gmail.com>

From: <Nosferadoo@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:51:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kelly Sinclair
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Ladyluvlylusty@hotmail.com>

From: <Ladyluvlylusty@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:26:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Every species has the right
to live on this planet. We are the ONLY species that thinks of other species as a reward, even
though we biasly use guns, leaving that species no chance of continuing its life, unless the killer
misses. It shouldn't not be referred to as hunting either, it truly is a strIght up ambush. We hide
ourselves in trees and bushes and other landscape follies along with wearing camouflage! We
have hunted soooooo many species to the brink AND OVER! The thylacine, aka Tasmanian
tiger, were close to intentionally murdered into extinction. Now the Aussies worship the Taz
tiger. We should NOT be so SELFISH that we use the indefensible to our modern weapons, for
eye candy and a boost to the ego. It literally hurts me to be aware to how thoroughly we have
and continue to destroy the one place every living thing we know of, calls home. I cry all the
time and am even considering killing myself so I don't have to watch anymore. DEEPLY
CONCERNED Vedette Elizabeth Lawler It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Vedette Lawler 3 lakeview dr Brewster, NY 12563
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<Karinbishop@comcast.net>

From: <Karinbishop@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:16:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop killing and we know
this proposed group isn't for protecting wildlife it's a scheme to KILL WILDLIFE. So I am not
asking I am telling you I do not tolerate trophy or ANY hunting using whatever excuse such as
conservation that you use and is BULLSHIT It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Karin Bishop
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<karmaholye@gmail.com>

From: <karmaholye@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:11:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. STOP THIS
MONSTROUS EVIL NOW! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Karen Hoyle
TOCS LINCS, ME
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<casekaem@gmail.com>

From: <casekaem@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:06:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Casey Kaemerer 16 Birchlawn Dr. Lamoine, ME 04605
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<greiners@lps.org>

From: <greiners@lps.org>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We stop this practice
before it is to late. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gary Reiners
903. S. 202 St. Eagle, NE 68347
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<Jevans8320@gmail.com>

From: <Jevans8320@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Evans
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<thecattsmeow-0206@tx.rr.com>

From: <thecattsmeow-0206@tx.rr.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Save our precious wildlife
before they are gone forever! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Denise Kelley
4431 Nervin St. The Colony, TX 75056-3177
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<Alisaconley@gmail.com>

From: <Alisaconley@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't encourage
trophy hunting It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Alisa Conley
4661 virgo Anchorage , AK 99516
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<Petepits@gmail.com>

From: <Petepits@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hanging a piece of an
animal on the wall does not prove you are a real man (or woman). Preventing extinction does! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Peter Pitsker
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Ashlee1@mpinet.net>

From: <Ashlee1@mpinet.net>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ashlee Davis
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ayre2012@mymts.net>

From: <ayre2012@mymts.net>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Louise Ayre



Conversation Contents

International Wildlife Conservation Council Establishment; Request

for Nominations

Glenn Graham <glenngraham76@gmail.com>

From: Glenn Graham <glenngraham76@gmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:18:00 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
International Wildlife Conservation Council Establishment;

Request for Nominations

I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and

urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. Trophy hunting is neither

an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. 

The proposal is ignorant. Obviously killing animals does not save them. This is nothing more than a front

to allow selfish, self-entitled behavior by sociopaths that enjoy killing animals. 

If you're so concerned about endangered animals, support them by donating funds. Not providing money

in return for killing the thing you profess to be helping. 

Glenn Graham

276 Lowell Street

Redwood City

CA 94062
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lucy_macarthur@hotmail.com>

From: <lucy_macarthur@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am always horrified by any loss of protection for

animals but trophy hunting is especially abhorrent to me and many others. It is not only

shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife

conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more

alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for

less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,

lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,

trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the

largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the

elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire

family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,

and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is

fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is

intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head

of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife

valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group

of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of

conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to

dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lucy MacArthur



Conversation Contents

In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lindarndt@comcast.net>

From: <lindarndt@comcast.net>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Linda Arndt 7580 Thornwood Canton, MI 48187
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<glenngraham76@gmail.com>

From: <glenngraham76@gmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:01:12 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This proposal is ignorant. Obviously killing animals

does not save them. This is nothing more than a front to allow sociopathic and selfish behavior by

killers that enjoy killing animals. If you're so concerned about endangered animals, support them by

donating funding. Not providing funding in return for the thing you profess to be helping. It is not

only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife

conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more

alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for

less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,

lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,

trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the

largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the

elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire

family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,

and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is

fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is

intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head

of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife

valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group

of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of

conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to

dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Glenn Graham 267

Lowell Street Redwood City, CA 94062
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<scrapadoo11@hotmail.com>

From: <scrapadoo11@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 00:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carolyn Marshall
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<franziska.eber@lfs-ol.de>

From: <franziska.eber@lfs-ol.de>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:46:04 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Franziska Eber 331 Old Trail Baltimore, MD 21212-1521
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Robertj2001@bellsouth.net>

From: <Robertj2001@bellsouth.net>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rob Jackson 110 champion drive Lufkin, TX 75901
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lpigeon@netzero.com>

From: <lpigeon@netzero.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:56:13 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Laurie Pigeon 3725 HIGHLAND AVE, Apt. 101 White Bear

Lake, MN 55110
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<hagangr21@gmail.com>

From: <hagangr21@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:56:13 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Grace hagan 2540 N 65 st Wauwatosa, WI 53213
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tsleek@gwi.net>

From: <tsleek@gwi.net>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Elaine Tselikis 46 Strathmore Road South Portland, ME

04106



Conversation Contents

In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Vevomen@gmail.com>

From: <Vevomen@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please Protect the animals. It is not only

shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife

conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more

alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for

less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,

lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,

trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the

largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the

elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire

family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,

and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is

fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is

intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head

of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife

valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group

of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of

conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to

dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Pat Lang
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dita.skalic@gmail.com>

From: <dita.skalic@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dita ?kali?
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ralphpacejr1@gmail.com>

From: <ralphpacejr1@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this!!! It is not only shortsighted but

also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic

development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An

analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent

of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism

activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts

the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest

animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd

can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk.

Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+

animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim

that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and

facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.

However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected

via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters

above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the

more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ralph Pace Jr. 1302 Caldwell Ave Nashville,

TN 37212
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<manuela.marinangeli@katamail.com>

From: <manuela.marinangeli@katamail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:26:09 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please, as US is a guide for all the world, please,

please, abandon your plan to establish a council and do not permit Trophy hunting!!!!! It is not only

shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife

conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more

alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for

less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,

lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,

trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the

largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the

elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire

family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,

and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is

fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is

intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head

of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife

valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group

of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of

conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to

dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Manuela

Marinangeli
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tia@anlf.com>

From: <tia@anlf.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tia Triplett 3959 Berryman Avenue Los Angeles, CA 90066



Conversation Contents

In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mywa4360@colorado.edu>

From: <mywa4360@colorado.edu>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. One human being has more of an ability to

communicate with and influence the world more than every animal on the planet combined. Please

be their only voice. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a

US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a

charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that,

overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris,

in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to

see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,

Myles Wallingford 656 N PENNSYLVANIA ST Denver, CO 80203
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ncbuyukmihci@ucdavis.edu>

From: <ncbuyukmihci@ucdavis.edu>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 10:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting to sustain oneself or one's family may be

necessary for some people. On the other hand, 'trophy' hunting is unquestionably obscene and

immoral. Although hunters often claim they are 'helping' wildlife by killing them, trophy hunting

surely shows the inanity and hypocrisy of such a statement. It is not only shortsighted but also

disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic

development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An

analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent

of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism

activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts

the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest

animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd

can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk.

Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+

animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim

that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and

facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.

However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected

via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters

above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the

more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dr Nedim C Buyukmihci
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nvhr@erols.com>

From: <nvhr@erols.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brigid Corrigan 9 Harwood Drive Harwood, MD 20776
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mark.pennypacker@gmail.com>

From: <mark.pennypacker@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:21:03 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mark Pennypacker 125 Keswick Ct Winchester, VA 22602-

7807
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ZookeeperM1@msn.com>

From: <ZookeeperM1@msn.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is morally reprehensible and I hope

this is "council" is not for conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote

trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal

belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at

Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Margaret Hodgkins 2731 Shawn Dr Denison, TX 75020
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<vianneyventura@gmail.com>

From: <vianneyventura@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Vianney Ventura 1880 Fullerton have B Costa mesa, CA

92627
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Arb76@humboldt.edu>

From: <Arb76@humboldt.edu>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The creation of this 'counsel' is is sly and

backhanded, we must recognize our impact and do our best not our worst. It is our ethical obligation

to care for the biodiversity that helped shape us and not think in dollar signs. The greedy purpose is

so obvious it's shameful. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting

as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a

charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that,

overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris,

in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to

see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Alicia

Beverage 385 Mathilda Drive Goleta , CA
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Reinarperez@hotmail.com>

From: <Reinarperez@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:21:05 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Reina Perez 420 25th st nw Naples, FL 34120
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<CharlotteWeber5@gmail.com>

From: <CharlotteWeber5@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:05 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't allow these creatures to suffer and die

unnecessarily. These animals have enough challenges with out adding, "avoid being a trophy" to

their list. Also, consider your responsibility as a human being, that has the ability to sympathize and

think logically about what you create in this world. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous

to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Charlotte Weber 1850 FIELDSTONE DR Dayton, OH 45414
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<markandpattie@cox.net>

From: <markandpattie@cox.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Thank you for considering a reinstatement of the

U.S. ban on importing elephant hunting trophies from Zimbabwe and Zambia. How someone could

shoot an intelligent, well loved animal as an elephant or allow them to be shot and killed, is beyond

me! Not to mention why would anyone, on their watch, want to risk contributing to elephant

extinction as their Legacy, just to appease their hunting buddies? Trophy hunting of endangered

species, does NOT help conservation, when it kills the animals you're suppose to be protecting under

the Endangered Species Act! Most often, bigger and healthy individuals in their prime of breeding

are killed, like what happened to Cecil the Lion there in Zimbabwe. It creates genetic bottlenecks

that makes a species weaker to survive in the wild. Where is the conservation value of that? You

may think the money goes to help conservation or the local people? No, ..the money been going to

corrupt officials and Zimbabwe is littered with them, not to mention the political uncertainty

following the ongoing military coup there! - What the hell were you guys thinking! SCI and other

trophy hunting outfits also need to be transparent and show us where the money is actually going as

the locals are stating they are not befitting from this masked so called conservation effort! Hunting

endangered species has no conservation value! If there's another Cecil the Lion type killing or a

famous tusker gets killed, will you President Trump, and the USFWS be able to handle the backlash

from that, i think not! Do the right thing, and make it a permanent ban for the endangered

elephants and Lions, trust me (and the other 83% of the American people,) you'll be glad you did!

Thank you! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool

of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic

species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,

trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in

comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to

see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mark

Biewers 36 Cliffhouse Blf Newport Coast, CA 92657
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<DavidMRColeman@gmail.com>

From: <DavidMRColeman@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, David Coleman 8007 Lake Drive Manassas, VA 20111-1935
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sherry McCullough <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sherry McCullough <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 21:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a sustainable or ethical form

of preserving biodiversity. Besides the fact that trophy hunting demeans the inherent worth of the

animals, typically very little of the hunters' money goes to local communities. Our beautiful wildlife is

worth so much more alive than dead, and brings much needed funding from ecotourism to many

countries throughout Africa. Not to mention the future of our planet depends on these species to

survive. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of

either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species

is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy

hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,

allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than

killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game

hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or

the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and

can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due

to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the

problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote

conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to

bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see

international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires

of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the

best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the

USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sherry

McCullough 1664 Fort St. Trenton , MI 48183

F Williams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: F Williams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 22:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from



US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is pathetic. It is not only

shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife

conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more

alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for

less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,

lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,

trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the

largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the

elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire

family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,

and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is

fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is

intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head

of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife

valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group

of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of

conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to

dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, F Williams 1276

hobs naper, IL 60540

Marion Hamill <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marion Hamill <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 00:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't undertake doing anything to encourage

trophy hunting for the iconic animals. Permit fees won't go to conservation efforts. In Zimbabwe, for

example, there is likely no certain path for such funds during the current transfer of government,

which many see as a coup. These animals are and have long been archetypal in the minds and

hearts of generations of American children and adults. This proposal will diminish populations by

making hunting more desirable to a certain class of people. For the rest of us, it represents putting

further stress on already pressured species. I know which side of history I would rather be on, and I

think most Americans agree with me. I hate to think the peoples government would choose a

contrary path that would land it in history's Hall of Shame. It is not only shortsighted but also

disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic

development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An

analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent

of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism

activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts

the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest

animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd

can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk.

Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+

animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim

that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and

facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.

However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected

via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters

above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the

more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marion Hamill , CA



Jesika Aven <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jesika Aven <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 04:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jesika Aven 6570 old hwy 90 Milton , FL 32570

Jane Mitchell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jane Mitchell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 05:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am opposed to trophy hunting and any actions

that promote it. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US

tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic

species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,

trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in

comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to



see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jane

Mitchell 1032 pine rd Carlisle , PA 17015

Priscilla Hamill <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Priscilla Hamill <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 05:36:12 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Do not encourage hunting of endangered wildlife by

allowing the import of trophies and trade in animal parts. The claim that trophy hunting will

encourage conservation is preposterous. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote

trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal

belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at

Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Priscilla Hamill 1344 Trescott Drive Westfield, IN 46074

Donna Romero <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Donna Romero <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 05:36:12 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in



Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Donna Romero PO Box 2185 Wishram, WA 98673

Larry Cohen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Larry Cohen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 05:56:13 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Larry Cohen 24 MacLennan Place FANWOOD, NJ 07023

Elinor Goldman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Elinor Goldman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 06:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please protect these beautiful animals! They don't

belong on walls or in cases. They belong alive and roaming protected for all to enjoy! It is not only

shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife

conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more

alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for

less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,

lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,

trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the

largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the

elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire

family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,

and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is

fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is

intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head

of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife

valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group

of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of

conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to

dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Elinor Goldman , NJ

07871

Dylan Breese <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dylan Breese <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 06:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dylan Breese 1910 E Palm Ave, 11203 Tampa, FL 33605

Caylie Silveira <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Caylie Silveira <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 07:51:05 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Caylie Silveira 485 mill road Coram, NY 11727

Lesly Manjarrez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lesly Manjarrez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 08:46:08 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. You can't just please these sick people seeking

UNECESSARY trophies! These animals life's matter ! This is unethic and I ask to please reconcider. It

is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either

wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is

worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting

accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for

sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed.

Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters

target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the

matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can

put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to

other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the

problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote

conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to

bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see

international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires



of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the

best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the

USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lesly

Manjarrez 4333 Dawson ave apt 3 San Diego , CA 92115

Jacqueline Schmidt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jacqueline Schmidt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 09:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We are opposed to the creation of an International

Wildlife Conservation Council for the following reasons: 1. Studies have repeatedly shown that

trophy hunting does not aid in conservation. Over the last several decades, big game hunting has

been the primary, in many cases only method of conservation, yet populations of wildlife continue to

plummet. 2. Big game hunting is almost always unsustainable. For example, only between 20,000

and 35,000 wild lions remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means

between two and three percent of the popular is killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is

NOT sustainable - particularly in light of other pressures on population including poaching, deaths

from conflicts with ranchers and habitat loss. 3. Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural

selection. Nature targets the weakest but hunters target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters

want the lion with the biggest mane or tusk. Often, these animals--the oldest, wisest, strongest--

play critical roles in their populations. They are the protectors, leaders and their removal puts their

populations at risk. It might mean that other individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with

livestock, or that another male lion might move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result,

the death of an individual animal due to hunting can and often does have a ripple effect. 4. Over the

last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main countries yet

wildlife numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation, why have African

lions declined by 95 percent since the 1940s? The numbers simply do not support the assertion that

trophy hunting benefits conservation. 5. Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, a

vast majority of the money goes to middle men and does not make its way to local communities. 6.

Trophy hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances such as Cecil the lion,

where hunters break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a smokescreen for a more in

depth poaching operation. 7. Trophy hunting fees incentivize managers to inflate numbers to bring

in more money, putting species at risk. 8. As we saw by the visceral reaction to Cecil the Lion,

trophy hunting is simply not morally acceptable to most Americans. Our society sees it as outdated,

cruel, and needless. Please do not expand this elitist and brutal pastime, but instead acknowledge

that most Americans are now gravitating to more non-consumptive activities such as wildlife

watching, bird watching, hiking, kayaking, and the like. Thank you for your interest in our

comments. Kindest regards, Jacqueline Schmidt and Margaret Schmidt It is not only shortsighted but

also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic

development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An

analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent

of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism

activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts

the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest

animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd

can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk.

Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+

animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim

that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and

facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.

However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected



via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters

above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the

more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jacqueline Schmidt 467 Gilson St. Coloma, MI

49038

Valy Jones <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Valy Jones <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 11:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Valy Jones 510 e smith st Milwaukee, WI 53207

Lisa Zarafonetis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lisa Zarafonetis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 13:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and



viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lisa Zarafonetis 6341 E. University Blvd. Dallas, TX 75214-

2141

whitney watters <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: whitney watters <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 13:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, whitney watters 24 riberia st Saint Augustine, FL 32084-

3556

Angela Vanpelt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Angela Vanpelt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 15:26:10 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Angela Vanpelt 88 saw mill road Brick, NJ 08724

Bette Kestenbaum <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Bette Kestenbaum <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 16:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is inhuman. I urge you not to

reinstate this practice for US citizens. It is a practice that encourages cruelty for the sake of personal

and financial profit. There are many other avenues in the day and age the human beings can profit

and satisfy their desires to prove themselves. Sincerely Bette Kestenbaum It is not only shortsighted

but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or

economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead.

An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2

percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative

tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting

hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest

animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd

can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk.

Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+

animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim

that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and

facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.

However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected

via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters

above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the

more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Bette Kestenbaum 123 Rosewood Terrace

Linden, NJ 07036



maurizio grini <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: maurizio grini <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 17:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, maurizio grini lucca, AE 55100

Kelly Wimsatt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kelly Wimsatt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 21:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop murdering these animals for trophies! It's just

that! Murder! This is not a sport! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy

hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to

a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that,

overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris,

in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to



see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kelly

Wimsatt 6203 Westover St. Houston, TX 77087

amy stoddard <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: amy stoddard <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 21:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, amy stoddard 521 w Hackberry Street Malone, TX 76660

Linds Janes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Linds Janes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 22:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop this before we lose all these beautiful animals.

It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either

wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is

worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting

accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for

sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed.



Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters

target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the

matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can

put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to

other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the

problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote

conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to

bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see

international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires

of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the

best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the

USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Linds

Janes 67595 Marian Trl. Sturgis, MI 49091

Brandi Lanning <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Brandi Lanning <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 03:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brandi Lanning 1156 SE Baseline st. Apt. A Hillsboro, OR

97123

Amanda Ellixson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Amanda Ellixson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 08:56:02 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Amanda Ellixson 161 Harbor Dr, Apt 2 Claymont, DE

19703-2959

Dawn Mello <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dawn Mello <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 16:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dawn Mello 753 Clarksville So Road, Clarksville, NY 12041

Marilyn Flynn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Marilyn Flynn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 19:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marilyn Flynn 2250 Little Peconic Bay Road Cutchogue, NY

11935

Carl Hoffmeister <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Carl Hoffmeister <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 19:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Wake up !! They're going extinct !! It is not only

shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife

conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more

alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for

less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,

lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,

trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the

largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the

elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire

family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,

and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is

fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is

intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head

of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife

valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group



of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of

conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to

dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carl Hoffmeister

1471Ash Circle Apt. 101 Casselberry, FL 32707

Kelly Sweeney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kelly Sweeney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 19:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Americans overwhelmingly do NOT support any

form of trophy hunting. I am one of those. We love our wildlife ALIVE! It is not only shortsighted but

also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic

development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An

analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent

of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism

activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts

the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest

animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd

can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk.

Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+

animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim

that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and

facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.

However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected

via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters

above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the

more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kelly Sweeney 2709 Dorray Road Glencoe, CA

95232

Tara Carroll <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tara Carroll <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 22:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This needs to Stop ! We must be their voice ! It is

not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife

conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more

alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for

less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,



lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,

trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the

largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the

elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire

family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,

and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is

fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is

intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head

of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife

valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group

of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of

conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to

dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tara Carroll 186

Cameron Ct Weston, FL 33326

Ted Williams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ted Williams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ted Williams 307 14th Street Ralls, TX

Susannah Gelbart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Susannah Gelbart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is no reason to encourage trophy hunting.

This is not a sport, and this is not conservation. We do not need to gain financial benefits from the

mass murder of animals, especially animals that are endangered or at risk to to global climatic

changes. We must do our part to be better informed and better prepared to save wildlife. There is

more to living than money and sport! We must start living like a global community and not as if

what happens in one place does not affect us far away. It's time to end the massacre and end the

blood thirst! Stop all trophy hunting and allow nature to become in balance once and for all! It is not

only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife

conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more

alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for

less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,

lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,

trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the

largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the

elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire

family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,

and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is

fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is

intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head

of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife

valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group

of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of

conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to

dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susannah Gelbart

5181 N. Tioga Way Las Vegas, NV 89149

Donna Hutchinson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Donna Hutchinson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting has nothing to do with

"conservation". It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US

tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic

species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,

trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in

comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to

see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,



Donna Hutchinson 2108 Black Wolf Dr Crossville, TN 38572

Darlene Conde <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Darlene Conde <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't encourage or ALLOW TROPHY

HUNTING!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool

of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic

species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,

trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in

comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to

see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,

Darlene Conde 1234 Mary Helen drive Nashville , TN 37220

Lewis Frazier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lewis Frazier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:31:03 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. To whom it may concern, It is not only shortsighted

but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or

economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead.

An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2

percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative

tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting

hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest

animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd

can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk.



Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+

animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim

that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and

facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.

However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected

via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters

above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the

more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lewis Frazier It is not only shortsighted but

also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic

development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An

analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent

of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism

activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts

the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest

animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd

can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk.

Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+

animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim

that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and

facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.

However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected

via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters

above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the

more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lewis Frazier 251 Sunlight Dr Dillon, CO

80435

Marianne Lazarus <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marianne Lazarus <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned with the "International

Wildlife Conservation Council". Calling Trophy Hunting "Conservation" is scientifically a lie and should

not be allowed to go through.Trophy Hunting is NOT sustainable. Wildlife is worth much more

monetarily when people visit to see and observe them in the wild, than a head hanging on the wall.

It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either

wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is

worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting

accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for

sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed.

Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters

target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the

matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can

put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to

other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the

problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote

conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to

bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see

international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires

of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the



best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the

USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marianne

Lazarus 700 Trotter Lane, #205 Melbourne, FL 32940

Mary Prygoski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mary Prygoski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mary Prygoski 4404 Alderwood dr okemos mi Okemos, MI

48864-0302

Joyce Braswell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joyce Braswell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:39:41 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No animal should be seen as a "trophy" and no

animal should be allowed to be trapped, gassed, poisoned, or shot, for profit or personal

gratification. We have to stop the destruction of our natural resources by trophy hunters, thrill

killers, and impersonal giant conglomerates. We, as a nation, have to be more evolved than that.

Hunting in season with proper permits to fill your freezer and feed your family is not what I'm

talking about. I stand by the right of legitimate hunters because they too recognise if we don't

protect the entire ecosystem, there will be nothing of food value left... I will be watching who votes



for the environment and who votes against it for short sighted/short term goals and will vote

accordingly. I will also publish who votes and for what so others may vote for those who also see

that protecting the animals and the ecosystem suits us all best in the long term. It is not only

shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife

conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more

alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for

less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,

lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,

trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the

largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the

elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire

family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,

and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is

fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is

intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head

of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife

valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group

of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of

conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to

dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joyce Braswell 205

Pin Oak Rd Lockhart , TX 78644

Sara Fogan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sara Fogan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:26:41 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting takes the strongest and healthiest

animals OUT of the species' genetic pool, which ultimately WEAKENS that species. Trophy hunting is

not and does not facilitate conservation! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote

trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal

belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at

Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sara Fogan POB 55552 Valencia, CA 91385-0552

Tiana Brachel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Tiana Brachel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tiana Brachel 56 Berkeley Pl. Cartersville, GA 30121

Trayci McConville <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Trayci McConville <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:36:11 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Burn in hell all those who continue to take take take

and abuse or hunt animals we are a growing number and we only get bigger. THE WORLD IS

WATCHING It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool

of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic

species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,

trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in

comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to

see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the



desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,

Trayci McConville bRISBANE, AA

Phoebe McKinney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Phoebe McKinney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Phoebe McKinney 101 Arreba Street Martinez, CA 94553-

2409

Mari Coniglione <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mari Coniglione <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:11:02 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The advisory council is a sham -- it's an excuse to

promote trophy hunting. Please do not establish this council. It is not only shortsighted but also

disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic

development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An

analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent

of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism



activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts

the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest

animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd

can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk.

Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+

animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim

that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and

facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.

However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected

via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters

above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the

more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mari Coniglione 4081 Churchill Dr Pleasanton,

CA 94588

Jeff Harnisch <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jeff Harnisch <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:11:02 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunters kill simply for the thrill of it, African

villagers are perfectly capable ofc hunting for tyh themselves and the money ends up in crooked

politicians hands. Killing is not conservation! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jeff Harnisch P.O. box 546 Casper, WY 82604

Meigs Matheson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Meigs Matheson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:01:03 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. no trophy hunting- lae wildlife alone- It is not only

shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife

conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more

alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for

less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,

lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,

trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the

largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the

elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire

family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,

and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is

fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is

intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head

of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife

valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group

of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of

conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to

dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Meigs Matheson

1914 Clemens Rd Oakland, CA 94602

Cindy Garnjost <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cindy Garnjost <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:41:07 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I'm writing to express my complete opposition to

the creation of a "Wildlife Conservation Council". This is a pathetic attempt to fool people into

thinking that the cruel act of trophy hunting somehow benefits conservation. Looking around the

world as well as the U.S., nothing could be farther from the truth. Countless threatened,

endangered, and extinct species have been unwilling victims of gross over-hunting with no benefit to

conservation. The only benefit is to the people taking obscene amounts of money so some soul-less

coward can brutally kill a helpless animal. Trophy hunting is NOT a sport; it is barbaric, heartless

murder that has nothing to do with conservation. A far greater majority of people around the world

support effective conservation over trophy hunting, and that majority would prefer stalking animals

with a camera rather than a deadly weapon. I strongly urge the USFWS to reject any consideration

of creating a "Wildlife Conservation Council" which would ultimately only serve the whims of a

handful of blood thirsty elites. Considering the outrageous level of gun violence in this country, it is

irresponsible and unconscionable to use this kind of propaganda to promote more acts of violence by

Americans in other countries. "The greatness of a nation and it's moral compass can be determined

by the way it treats it's animals". --Mahatma Ghandi It is not only shortsighted but also

disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic

development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An

analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent

of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism

activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts

the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest

animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd

can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk.



Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+

animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim

that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and

facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.

However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected

via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters

above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the

more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cindy Garnjost 3400 Mountain View Ave.

Longmont, CO 80503

Barbara Jones <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbara Jones <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barbara Jones 691 Everdell Ave West Islip, NY 11795-3322



Conversation Contents

In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<roughskinnednewt@hotmail.com>

From: <roughskinnednewt@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I care about the compassionate and respectful

treatment of all animals. Animals are selfless, innocent, and incredible in their own right, and

encouraging trophy hunting in this time of mass extinction is immoral and unethical. It is not only

shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife

conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more

alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for

less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,

lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,

trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the

largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the

elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire

family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,

and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is

fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is

intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head

of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife

valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group

of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of

conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to

dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dianne Ensign

11600 SW Lancaster Rd. Portland, OR 97219-7655



Conversation Contents

In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Brendamendoza805@gmail.com>

From: <Brendamendoza805@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:36:12 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brenda Mendoza 8133 Capistrano ave West hills, CA 91304



Conversation Contents

In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<isabellacer@hotmail.com>

From: <isabellacer@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:36:11 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, ISABEL CERVERA 2118 s main st Salisbury, NC 28147-1300



Conversation Contents

In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dottt1@comcast.net>

From: <dottt1@comcast.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dorothy Macnak 1135 Point of the Pines Drive Colorado

Springs, CO 80919-8148



Conversation Contents

In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<stempelman@me.com>

From: <stempelman@me.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Steven Tempelman 9612 Aspen Hill Cir Lone Tree, CO

80124



Conversation Contents

In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<LupusNocternus@gmail.com>

From: <LupusNocternus@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rey Pena 5760 Riverview dr Riverside , CA 92509
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nalle54@tds.net>

From: <nalle54@tds.net>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:41:02 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Richard Eng 3359 Roods Creek Rd. Hancock, NY 13783
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Cridenou@comcast.net>

From: <Cridenou@comcast.net>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carlene Ridenour 15312 Maley Rd Glen St Mary , FL 32040



Conversation Contents

In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<joan.e@verizon.net>

From: <joan.e@verizon.net>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:36:29 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joan Ernst 3004 HAVENCREST ST Herndon, VA 20171
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<l1174512@mvrht.com>

From: <l1174512@mvrht.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Melissa Emerson 11 Poplar St. SUDBURY, MA 01776
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<josef_goldufsky@rush.edu>

From: <josef_goldufsky@rush.edu>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please, put a permeant stay on the importation of

elephants, rhinos, big cats, and any and all IUCN-listed, both vulnerable and endangered species

into the U.S. form abroad. In addition, please ask for more federal money and public involvement to

help boost sustainable tourism both in Africa and of course, here, in America. It is well-documented

that trophy hunting threatened and endangered species does not conserve them. (Of course

potentially paying $50,000 to kill a cape buffalo or $30,000 to snipe a wildebeest on the African

savanna could significantly benefit conservation efforts abroad, but, currently, there is no system in

place to ensure that money is used appropriately for conserving Africa's remaining tracts of living

heritage. Furthermore, why would a trophy hunter kill a Cape buffalo or giraffe in Africa when they

can do it in canned hunting farms in TX? Maybe it's cheaper in Africa; I don't know.) What does

generate far more revenue is non-consumptive tourism. By ignoring the voice and growing numbers

of nature photographers, birders, and other people who enjoy non-consumptive recreational

activities when it comes to our wildlife, simply because they do not directly fund hunting

tournaments and stocking ponds with paddlefish, neglects the fact that they still pay a majority of

the funds via their taxed-dollars, which the USFWS gladly receives and uses. It would be best if the

USFWS fulfills its original, intended aim of conserving wildlife and their wild spaces by protecting

declining populations of species, preserving and expanding their habitats, and further boosting the

money used in a myriad of these conservation efforts. One way additional funds can be achieved is

by encouraging more Americans to support these recovery projects via tourism. (Remember those

cool early 20th century, WPA-sponsored posters advertising the wildness that was still protected in

our National Parks? Why not call on the public to help put a modern spin on those advertisements to

help get more people outdoors and visit their wildlife refuges, state and national parks, and

preserves? After all, their participation and money spent on conservation through sustainable and

responsible consumer practices would serve as a major boon not just for the species recovery and

landscape conservation efforts led by the USFWS, but would too significantly benefit local

communities, both in the U.S., Africa, and anywhere else so long as the animals and their habitat

remain. It's time the USFWS expands their conservation dollars and heeds the call of most

Americans. Protecting the earth's biodiversity and habitats requires the interest and participation of

the entire public, and should not rest on the privileged - albeit perverse - wants and/or thrills of a

few. While we are on the topic of banning trophy hunting of elephants and big cats as a means to

save species threatened with extinction, can the USFWS earnestly protect our native wolf species

(e.g. gray, Mexican gray, and red); give the wolverine and the other 25 species recently rejected

under Trump, the ESA protections they require; connect Yellowstone to the Yukon via corridors and

areas with large intact wilderness, and get our bison population numbers up to at least 100,000, if

not greater? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool

of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic

species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,

trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in

comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"



rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to

see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joe

Goldufsky 1550 S. Blue Island Ave. Chicago, IL 60608-2864

<josef_goldufsky@rush.edu>

From: <josef_goldufsky@rush.edu>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please, put a permeant stay on the importation of

elephants, rhinos, big cats, and any and all IUCN-listed, both vulnerable and endangered species

into the U.S. form abroad. In addition, please ask for more federal money and public involvement to

help boost sustainable tourism both in Africa and of course, here, in America. It is well-documented

that trophy hunting threatened and endangered species does not conserve them. (Of course

potentially paying $50,000 to kill a cape buffalo or $30,000 to snipe a wildebeest on the African

savanna could significantly benefit conservation efforts abroad, but, currently, there is no system in

place to ensure that money is used appropriately for conserving Africa's remaining tracts of living

heritage. Furthermore, why would a trophy hunter kill a Cape buffalo or giraffe in Africa when they

can do it in canned hunting farms in TX? Maybe it's cheaper in Africa; I don't know.) What does

generate far more revenue is non-consumptive tourism. By ignoring the voice and growing numbers

of nature photographers, birders, and other people who enjoy non-consumptive recreational

activities when it comes to our wildlife, simply because they do not directly fund hunting

tournaments and stocking ponds with paddlefish, neglects the fact that they still pay a majority of

the funds via their taxed-dollars, which the USFWS gladly receives and uses. It would be best if the

USFWS fulfills its original, intended aim of conserving wildlife and their wild spaces by protecting

declining populations of species, preserving and expanding their habitats, and further boosting the

money used in a myriad of these conservation efforts. One way additional funds can be achieved is

by encouraging more Americans to support these recovery projects via tourism. (Remember those

cool early 20th century, WPA-sponsored posters advertising the wildness that was still protected in

our National Parks? Why not call on the public to help put a modern spin on those advertisements to

help get more people outdoors and visit their wildlife refuges, state and national parks, and

preserves? After all, their participation and money spent on conservation through sustainable and

responsible consumer practices would serve as a major boon not just for the species recovery and

landscape conservation efforts led by the USFWS, but would too significantly benefit local

communities, both in the U.S., Africa, and anywhere else so long as the animals and their habitat

remain. It's time the USFWS expands their conservation dollars and heeds the call of most

Americans. Protecting the earth's biodiversity and habitats requires the interest and participation of

the entire public, and should not rest on the privileged - albeit perverse - wants and/or thrills of a

few. While we are on the topic of banning trophy hunting of elephants and big cats as a means to

save species threatened with extinction, can the USFWS earnestly protect our native wolf species

(e.g. gray, Mexican gray, and red); give the wolverine and the other 25 species recently rejected

under Trump, the ESA protections they require; connect Yellowstone to the Yukon via corridors and



areas with large intact wilderness, and get our bison population numbers up to at least 100,000, if

not greater? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool

of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic

species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,

trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in

comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to

see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joe

Goldufsky 1550 S. Blue Island Ave. Chicago, IL 60608-2864
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<aimee120@hotmail.com>

From: <aimee120@hotmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:41:07 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting perpetuates a terrible dilemma for

the survival of the planet's beautiful and diverse species. If we promote keeping wildlife populations

safe in an effort for conservation by funding it with dollars from 'hunting' and killing those same

animals, it really is disgusting and only for human pleasure, power and greed. Please, PLEASE

reconsider this terrible council formation. Humans should be able to use our intelligence to respect

God's creation everywhere! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy

hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to

a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that,

overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris,

in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to

see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,

Aimee Nitzberg Po Box 550 South Lake Tahoe , CA 96155
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<allfortheloveofhorses@gmail.com>

From: <allfortheloveofhorses@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:41:12 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is NO REASON to kill these magnificent

animals. They don't need food. How arrogant of humans to think wild animals were put on Earth for

people to hand their heads on a wall. Wildlife is in danger of extinction. We don't need to push that

along by "SPORT" hunting. This barbaric practice must stop. These animals belong to all of us and

don't give anyone permission to annihilate them. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Hartman 9147 E Captain Dreyfus Ave Scottsdale, AZ

85260
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ecg@uga.edu>

From: <ecg@uga.edu>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:26:41 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Eric Griffith 160 Wynburn Avenue Athens, GA 30601
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jeanette.nevrin@impius.se>

From: <jeanette.nevrin@impius.se>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jeanette Nevrin Gustaf Dalénsgatan 6 Gothenburg , MI

41722
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<daveohiodave@gmail.com>

From: <daveohiodave@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:50:56 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, David Sickles 4965 Highland Drive Willoughby, OH 44094
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<wendy.lheron@gmail.com>

From: <wendy.lheron@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. At the current rate of animal extinction there is a

moral obligation for global protection of all wildlife. Does the US senate really want to send the

message that they lack integrity, empathy and compassion. Our children and the world are watching

the reckless killing of innocent animals which is being enabled by politicians. Very sad indeed and

shameful. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of

either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species

is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy

hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,

allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than

killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game

hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or

the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and

can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due

to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the

problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote

conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to

bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see

international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires

of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the

best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the

USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Wendy

Lheron 4870 W Ferret Drive Tucson , AZ 85742
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lgc_trade@hotmail.com>

From: <Lgc_trade@hotmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Slava Vinnitsky 5266 Corteen place Valley Village, CA

91607-2594
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gkasper@newvistasolutions.com>

From: <gkasper@newvistasolutions.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing animals for trophies or their fur is disgusting,

antiquated and needs to finally end. It is 2017 people and we are killing off species, bugs you name

it. Enough insanity! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a

US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a

charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that,

overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris,

in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to

see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gary

Kasper 971 Taylor Ranch Rd Wimberley, TX 78676
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pamhedin@gmail.com>

From: <pamhedin@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:11:02 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting does not promote conservation and

must be banned. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US

tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic

species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,

trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in

comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to

see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,

Pamela A Hedin 49716 Airdele Rd RIDGE, MD 20680
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sredman@teleport.com>

From: <sredman@teleport.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sheila Redman 7541 N Chautauqua Blvd Portland , OR

97217
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<white_b@live.com>

From: <white_b@live.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is a WRONG to kill innocent animals for sport.

They are living creatures with a purpose, the world is a fragile balance and trophy/sport hunting

upsets that balance. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a

US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a

charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that,

overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris,

in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to

see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,

Buffie White , FL 33880
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<silvanaosama@hotmail.com>

From: <silvanaosama@hotmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Silvana Isaac R Alfredo Maia 329 Itapetininga, AL
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Karen-7@live.com>

From: <Karen-7@live.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not make hunting for trophies, in the

name of conservation, a reality. This has been tried and proven to be a total disaster. Nature has

and always will take care of this situation. When I had the privilege to go to Africa, and stay where

the people from National Geographic stay, this was studied at many different times and in many

books. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of

either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species

is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy

hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,

allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than

killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game

hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or

the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and

can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due

to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the

problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote

conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to

bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see

international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires

of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the

best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the

USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Karen

Nelson 18500 w 84th st Arvada, CO 80007
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I Oppose Council to Promote International Trophy Hunting for US

Citizens

Thesmophoros <thesmophoros@yahoo.de>

From: Thesmophoros <thesmophoros@yahoo.de>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:31:21 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
I Oppose Council to Promote International Trophy Hunting

for US Citizens

T o :

Joshua Winchell, 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,

National Wildlife Refuge System,

5275 Leesburg Pike, 

Falls Church, 

VA 22041-3803.

Sir,

 
- I oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council. Studies have repeated shown

that trophy hunting does not aid in conservation. Over the last several decades, big game hunting has

been the primary, in many cases only method of conservation, yet populations of wildlife continue to

plummet. 

 

- Big game hunting is often unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild lions

remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2 and 3% of

the popular is killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable - particularly in

light of other pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts with ranchers and

habitat loss.

 

- Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but hunters

target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or tusk. Often, these

animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their populations. They are the protectors,

leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean that other individuals start

disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that another male lion might move in and kill the

cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an individual animal due to hunting can and often

does have a ripple effect. 

 

- Over the last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main countries

yet wildlife numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation, why have

African lions declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support the assertion that

trophy hunting benefits conservation.

 

- Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most of the money goes to middle men

and does not make its way to local communities. 

 

- Trophy hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances like with Cecil the lion,

where hunters break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a smokescreen for a more in depth

poaching operation. 

 

- Trophy hunting fees incentivize managers to inflate numbers to bring in more money, putting

species at risk. 

 

- As we saw by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is simply not morally acceptable



to most Americans. Your society sees it as outdated, cruel and needless. 

Please do not expand this elitist and brutal pastime but instead acknowledge that most Americans are

now gravitating to more non-consumptive activities such as wildlife watching, bird watching, hiking,

kayaking and the like. 

 
- For the foregoing reasons, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation Council.

Sincerely,

Maria Schneider, Germany

Virenfrei. www.avast.com

https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=webmail
https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=webmail
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dianeewood@hotmail.com>

From: <dianeewood@hotmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 03:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is a fine balance between all life. You distroy

that balance and this Earth will not last for long. How would any human feel if they were made for

sport. This is hugely a cruel and barbaric way of thinking and a total waist of life. People who do

this, their hearts are not right with God and our World. Respect all forms of life. It is not only

shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife

conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more

alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for

less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,

lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,

trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the

largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the

elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire

family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,

and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is

fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is

intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head

of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife

valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group

of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of

conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to

dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Diane Wood 1

Beaver crk Vernon, NJ 07462

<dianeewood@hotmail.com>

From: <dianeewood@hotmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 03:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an



effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is a fine balance between all life. You distroy

that balance and this Earth will not last for long. How would any human feel if they were made for

sport. This is hugely a cruel and barbaric way of thinking and a total waist of life. People who do

this, their hearts are not right with God and our World. Respect all forms of life. It is not only

shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife

conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more

alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for

less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,

lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,

trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the

largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the

elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire

family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,

and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is

fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is

intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head

of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife

valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group

of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of

conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to

dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Diane Wood 1

Beaver crk Vernon, NJ 07462
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nadsanan@hotmail.com>

From: <nadsanan@hotmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 01:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please help to urgent stop all the games you do

called Trophy's hunting all precious wildlife ASAP . Thanks God bless you . It is not only shortsighted

but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or

economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead.

An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2

percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative

tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting

hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest

animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd

can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk.

Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+

animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim

that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and

facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.

However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected

via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters

above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the

more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nadsanan Watcharakan 6589 0ak Hill Manor

Glen Carbon , IL 62034
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<azorean_diva24@hotmail.com>

From: <azorean_diva24@hotmail.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 22:01:02 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marianne Taylor 4676 Albany Post Road Hyde Park, NY

12538
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gwydon@gmail.com>

From: <gwydon@gmail.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 20:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please, I implore you: do not establish this council.

There are other ways to promote conservation, including partnering with and funding NGOs. Doing

so will show much more leadership worldwide than a trophy hunting project. I'll be watching for your

work and votes. Thank you. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy

hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to

a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that,

overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris,

in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to

see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,

Aaron Wheeler 416 Summit Ave E Apt 202 Seattle, WA 98102
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<evie.och@gmail.com>

From: <evie.och@gmail.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 19:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Evelyn Och 803 s negley ave Pittsburgh, PA 15232-2500
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cmurray@nebnet.net>

From: <cmurray@nebnet.net>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 17:41:12 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carol Murray 402 S. Hardy Ave. Madrid, NE 69150-4002
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Tracilynn011@gmail.com>

From: <Tracilynn011@gmail.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 17:36:12 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Do something right for the planet!! So far I have

seen nothing positive from the Trumo administration! It is not only shortsighted but also

disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic

development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An

analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent

of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism

activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts

the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest

animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd

can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk.

Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+

animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim

that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and

facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.

However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected

via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters

above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the

more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Traci Benstine Seattle , WA 98146
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<philad49@att.net>

From: <philad49@att.net>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 16:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting as conservation--nonsense! Trophy

hunting is a stupid display of selfishness and pretended masculinity. Conservation must be achieved

with compassion. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a

US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a

charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that,

overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris,

in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to

see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,

Susan Babbitt 319 S 10th St, Apt 133 Philadelphia, PA 19107
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Felicia.fett002@gmail.com>

From: <Felicia.fett002@gmail.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 13:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is absolutely no truth to the claims that

trophy hunting supports villagers in Africa. Far more villagers are employed as rangers and species

sheriffs and have more pride and belief in this position than any money that comes from permit

trophy hunting. Corrupt countries like Zimbabwe do not trickle down those permit funds. The vast

majority of hunters have no interest in making personal donations beyond the permit fee itself. And

the conservationists overwhelmingly are against lifting the ban! It is not only shortsighted but also

disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic

development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An

analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent

of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism

activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts

the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest

animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd

can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk.

Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+

animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim

that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and

facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.

However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected

via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters

above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the

more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Felicia Fett 965 Magnolia Avenue Larkspur ,

CA 94939
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gilco@isurf2.com>

From: <gilco@isurf2.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 11:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cathy Hall 234 St Cedd Ave Pensacola, FL 32503
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Howls_with_Wolves@comcast.net>

From: <Howls_with_Wolves@comcast.net>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 09:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Daniel Mink 2307 Ionoff Road Harrisburg, PA 17110-3517
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jeanchagnon@hotmail.com>

From: <jeanchagnon@hotmail.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 09:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. shame on USA It is not only shortsighted but also

disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic

development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An

analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent

of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism

activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts

the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest

animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd

can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk.

Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+

animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim

that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and

facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.

However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected

via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters

above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the

more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jean Chagnon 1247 Rachel Montreal, FL

32004
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<maracatexpress@gmail.com>

From: <maracatexpress@gmail.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 08:21:01 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Allowing the importation of dead endangered

species is disgusting and reprehensible! And to pretend that it is important for conservation is stupid

and illogical! I do not want any part of MY government to advocate killing innocent, endangered

animals! We should be helping them! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote

trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal

belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at

Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mara Chaiken 1581 Sylvan Drive Blue Bell, PA 19422
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<krn3779@gmail.com>

From: <krn3779@gmail.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 08:11:01 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. And serial killers hunt human trophies. Trophy

hunting of animals should be illegal. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote

trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal

belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at

Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Karen Schraeger Po box 778 Brick, NJ 08723
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lesecourtney@hotmail.com>

From: <lesecourtney@hotmail.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 07:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE DO NOT ENCOURAGE TROPHY HUNTING!!!!

This is SICK SICK SICK!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy

hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to

a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that,

overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris,

in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"

rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations.

Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion

pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the

group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely

depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year

exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended

to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who

wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to

see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the

desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and

the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge

the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,

Courtney Lese W9777 County Rd D Antigo, WI 54409-8882
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rosianivieira@hotmail.com>

From: <rosianivieira@hotmail.com>

Sent: Sun Nov 19 2017 04:36:12 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation

Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife

Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its

purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from

US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an

effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to

promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An

animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists

at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in

Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the

animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and

viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal

trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in

enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of

these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals

killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this

advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate

the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most

Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal

methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes

of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable

nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International

Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rosiani Cornetti Palm beach Los Angeles, CA
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I Oppose Council to Promote International Trophy Hunting for US

Citizens

<chanti@odie.be>

From: <chanti@odie.be>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 07:51:34 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
I Oppose Council to Promote International Trophy Hunting

for US Citizens

 

 

T o :

Joshua Winchell, 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,

National Wildlife Refuge System,

5275 Leesburg Pike, 

Falls Church, 

VA 22041-3803.

Dear Sir,

 

- I oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council. Studies have repeated shown that trophy

hunting does not aid in conservation. Over the last several decades, big game hunting has been the primary, in

many cases only method of conservation, yet populations of wildlife continue to plummet. 

 

- Big game hunting is often unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild lions remain in

Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2 and 3% of the popular is killed each

year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable - particularly in light of other pressures on population

including poaching, deaths from conflicts with ranchers and habitat loss.

 

- Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but hunters target the biggest

and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or tusk. Often, these animals - the oldest, wisest,

strongest - play critical roles in their populations. They are the protectors, leaders and their removal puts their

populations at risk. It might mean that other individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or

that another male lion might move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an individual

animal due to hunting can and often does have a ripple effect. 

 

- Over the last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main countries yet wildlife

numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation, why have African lions declined by 95%

since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support the assertion that trophy hunting benefits conservation.

 

- Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most of the money goes to middle men and does not

make its way to local communities. 

 

- Trophy hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances like with Cecil the lion, where hunters

break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a smokescreen for a more in depth poaching operation. 

 

- Trophy hunting fees incentivize managers to inflate numbers to bring in more money, putting species at risk. 

 

- As we saw by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is simply not morally acceptable to most

Americans. Your society sees it as outdated, cruel and needless. 

Please do not expand this elitist and brutal pastime but instead acknowledge that most Americans are now

gravitating to more non-consumptive activities such as wildlife watching, bird watching, hiking, kayaking and the



like. 

 

- For the foregoing reasons, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation Council.

Sincerely,

Chantal  Buslot

Belgium

 

Anneke Andries <annekea1@hotmail.com>

From: Anneke Andries <annekea1@hotmail.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 11:54:54 GMT-0700 (MST)

To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
I Oppose Council to Promote International Trophy Hunting

for US Citizens
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Stop Trophy Hunting

DAWN <keldes1@comcast.net>

From: DAWN <keldes1@comcast.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 07:09:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Stop Trophy Hunting

Dear Mr. Winchell,  I oppose, in the strongest possible way, the proposed International Wildlife 
Conservation Council. Studies have repeated shown that trophy hunting does not aid in 
conservation. Over the last several decades, big game hunting has been the primary, in many 
cases only method of conservation, yet populations of wildlife continue to plummet.  Big game 
hunting is often unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild lions remain 
in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2 and 3% of the 
popular is killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable - particularly in 
light of other pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts with ranchers 
and habitat loss. - Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the 
weakest but hunters target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest 
mane or tusk. Often, these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their 
populations. They are the protectors, leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk. It 
might mean that other individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that 
another male lion might move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an 
individual animal due to hunting can and often does have a ripple effect.  Please stop trophy 
hunting! Sincerely, DC Kelly
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<krn3779@gmail.com>

From: <krn3779@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 05:26:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karen Schraeger Po box 778 Brick, NJ 08723
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Oppose Trophy Hunting

Christine Holmes <cmh22@mac.com>

From: Christine Holmes <cmh22@mac.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 02:28:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Oppose Trophy Hunting

Dear US Fish and Wildlife Service:

It is wrong-headed to say or think that trophy hunting helps maintain a species.  This is, on its 

face, patently ridiculous.  Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets 

the weakest but hunters target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the 

biggest mane or tusk. Often, these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in 

their populations. They are the protectors, leaders and their removal puts their populations at 

risk. It might mean that other individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or 

that another male lion might move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of 

an individual animal due to hunting can and often does have a ripple effect. 

Additionally, over the last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in 

main countries yet wildlife numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for 

conservation, why have African lions declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not 

support the assertion that trophy hunting benefits conservation.

And despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most of the money goes to middle 

men and does not make its way to local communities. 

Trophy hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances like the heartbreaking 

killing of  Cecil the lion, where hunters break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a 

smokescreen for a more in depth poaching operation. 

For the foregoing reasons, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation Council.

Sincerely,

Christine Holmes

San Francisco CA 94114
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lrchaffin20@gmail.com>

From: <lrchaffin20@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 02:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Promoting trophy hunting, 
whether within the U.S. or internationally runs completely counter to the purpose of the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service which exists to protect wildlife. I do not want my hard-earned tax 
dollars going to promote the destruction of wildlife which is already struggling to adjust to the 
effects of climate change. I am deeply disappointed in the recent executive order from the White 
House allowing trophy hunters to bring home elephant parts. This not only sets a dangerous 
precedence, but also sends the wrong message to the rest of the world as the U.S. should be 
the champion of protecting threatened animal populations around the world--not promoting the 
killing of wildlife. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a 
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Leslie Chaffin 
1634 E 119th St Mulvane, KS 67110
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<louisegray1@hotmail.com>

From: <louisegray1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 18 2017 00:01:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Over the last 100 years, 
hunting has been a method touted to supposedly "help" wildlife but many still are Endangered 
even some species facing extinction! Safari Club Int in fact has contributed to the extinction and 
near extinction of several species!!! SCI WAS EVEN FOUNDED BY POACHERS! Like the 
NRA, SCI pays GOP Congress and millions yearly so they control the government! THIS IS 
NOT THE WILL OF THE AMERICAN PEOPLE! GOP Members, wealthy businessmen, a 
Supreme Court Justice (I think) many influential people belong to SCI, so SCI tells you to 
"JUMP" and do you? Walter Palmer long time active Safari Club Int member went after the 
RARE Black Maned Lion (Cecil). Rainer Schorr killed one of the last great bull Elephants!
SAFARI CLUB INT member Corey Knowlton "won" an SCI auction to kill a RARE Black Rhino!!!
SO ARE YOU A PAWN OF THE SAFARI CLUB INT AND OR NRA, etc. OR ARE YOU GOING 
TO STAND UP FOR ELEPHANTS AND LET THEM LIVE? Killing them is wrong!!! It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Louise Gray 1300 N L Street Lompoc, CA 93436
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<chrispalank@hotmail.com>

From: <chrispalank@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 23:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I oppose the creation of an 
International Conservation Council to promote US trophy hunting abroad.  Studies have 
repeated demonstrated that this is not an effective method of conservation and Cecil's death 
demonstrated that most Americans find this pastime abhorrent. Please abandon plans to go 
forward with this council. #NoMoreCecils.  It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to 
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Christine Palank 630 Shepherd Lane Shepherdstown, WV 25443
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I Oppose the Proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council

<anoushka5@comcast.net>

From: <anoushka5@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 22:55:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: I Oppose the Proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Sir,

I oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council. Big game hunting is an 

unnecessary death sentence for many animals that are nearing the brink of extinction.

 Between 20,000 and 35,000 wild lions remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by 

trophy hunters. That means between 2 and 3% of the popular is killed each year solely by big 

game hunters. This is NOT sustainable - particularly in light of other pressures on population 

including poaching, deaths from conflicts with ranchers and habitat loss.

 

Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but 

hunters target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or 

tusk. Often, these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their 

populations. They are the protectors, leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk. 

It might mean that other individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or 

that another male lion might move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death 

of an individual animal due to hunting can and often does have a ripple effect. 

 

Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most of the money goes to middle 

men and does not make its way to local communities.  

 

As we saw by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is simply not morally 

acceptable to most Americans. Our society sees it as outdated, cruel and needless. Please do not 

expand this elitist and brutal pastime but instead acknowledge that most Americans are now 

gravitating to more non-consumptive activities such as wildlife watching, bird watching, 

hiking, kayaking and the like. 

 
For the foregoing reasons, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation 

Council.

Sincerely,

Annette Pieniazek

2212 Dunlavy Apt 11

Houston, TX  77006
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rajaju7@gmail.com>

From: <rajaju7@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 22:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. 95% of Americans are 
against Trophy Hunting It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy 
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal 
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at 
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in 
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, RR Mier 3358 
Millard Muskegon , MI 49441
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<anoushka5@comcast.net>

From: <anoushka5@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 22:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Annette Pieniazek 2212 Dunlavy Apt 11 Houston, TX 77006
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Otambur1@binghamton.edu>

From: <Otambur1@binghamton.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 22:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Olivia Tamburro Binghamton , NY
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Cfarratell@gmail.com>

From: <Cfarratell@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 22:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carmen Farratell , MI
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Pbenton@dclibraries.org>

From: <Pbenton@dclibraries.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 21:51:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. They are impressing no 
one. Worthless lazy humans with too much money and not enough sense. Pathetic! It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Pamela Benton 862 Altair Dr Littleton , CO 80124



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Luiskballero@hotmail.com>

From: <Luiskballero@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 21:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No one has the right to kill 
animal for stupid egomaniac trophies. They are living beings. It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Luis Caballero 529west 29 st 8 N New York , NY 10001



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lisa Bonaldi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lisa Bonaldi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. EVERY SENTIENT BEING 
HAS THE RIGHT TO LIVE!! They are not yours to kill!! It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Bonaldi 123 Oronoke Road Waterbury , CT 06708

Deborah Kingston <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Deborah Kingston <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 14:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The proposed 
"International Wildlife Conservation Council" has nothing to do with protecting wildlife and 
everything to do with weakening endangered species protection in the U.S. and abroad. It is not 
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Deborah Kingston 4108 E. Pikes Peak Colorado 
Springs, CO 80909

Sandy Brown <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sandy Brown <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 17:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sandy Brown 2208 POINT OF ROCKS RD Chester, VA 23836



Fred Hunt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Fred Hunt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 18:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Fred Hunt 183 Nancy Lane Harrisville, RI 02830

DONALD JOHNS <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: DONALD JOHNS <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 20:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Here's a thought. Send the 
big shot, tough guy, trophy hunters to Afghanistan so they can take out the Taliban. Leave the 
innocent animals alone. They disgust me! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to 
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 



elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
DONALD JOHNS 3 Lake Leaf Pl. The Woodlands, TX 77381

Stephanie Workman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Stephanie Workman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 21:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Stephanie Workman 100 Nicholas Drive, Unit 4936 Clifton Forge, VA 24422

Sheri Opp <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sheri Opp <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 22:01:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. My government should not 
be involved in encouraging trophy hunting. It is a horrendous "sport" and should be banned 
entirely!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool 
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic 
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, 
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in 
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" 
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild 
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the 
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for 
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are 
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy 
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory 
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the 
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, 
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via 
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters 
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and 
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for 
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sheri Opp 5315 Sandburg Drive 
Sacramento, CA 95819

Michelle Macy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Michelle Macy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 05:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is NO EXCUSE for 
taking the life of a majestic creature just so a person can hang a dead animal's head on their 
wall!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of 
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic 
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, 
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in 
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" 
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild 
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the 
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for 
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are 
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy 
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory 
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the 
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, 
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via 
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters 
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and 



the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for 
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Michelle Macy 12550 Piping Rock
Houston, TX 77077

kathie krager <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: kathie krager <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 05:26:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, kathie krager 13823 FM2769 Austin, TX 78726

Donald Eddinger <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Donald Eddinger <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 08:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is 100% 
against conservation of wildlife. This is a no brainer. Wake up and protect, preserve their 
environment. That's conservation. That's a long term solution. It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 



analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Donald Eddinger 4332 middle rd. Canandaigua, NY 14424

Sandy Brown <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sandy Brown <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 08:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. - Big game hunting is often 
unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild lions remain in Africa but 
6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2 and 3% of the popular is 
killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable - particularly in light of 
other pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts with ranchers and 
habitat loss. This goes AGAINST GODS CREATION OF LIFE AND IS MORALLY , 
UNCONSCIONABLY REPREHENSIBLE , AND IS NOT CONSERVATION It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sandy Brown 2208 POINT OF ROCKS RD Chester, 
VA 23836



Nancy Braunig <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nancy Braunig <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 10:16:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There should be no big 
game hunting allowed.In my opinion, they are really no better than poachers except that they do 
the deed "legally". They will still find ways around the rules and think that will not be caught. 
Cecil was a perfect example. Only this time they were caught. These hunters are so selfish as 
to think that they are helping conservation and not helping to push these species even faster 
towards extinction. There has to something wrong in their minds to even think this way and not 
see the harm that they are doing. Or maybe it's just plain selfishness. It needs to stop before the 
only animals that are left are what's in zoos. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to 
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Nancy Braunig 341 E Calle Arizona Apt 2 Tucson, AZ 85705

Roberta Hoffman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Roberta Hoffman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 11:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting is'nt about 
"trophies". Are'nt there more important issues? Spoiled rich people killing living beings for fun 
is'nt on my radar, I'm appalled it's on govt's radar. It is not only shortsighted but also 



disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Roberta Hoffman 11700 route 98 freedom, NY 14065

Tran Kononova <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tran Kononova <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 13:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I believe it is disingenuous 
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 



hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tran Kononova 8756 Twin Trails dr San Diego , CA 
92129

Karen Norton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Karen Norton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 16:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karen Norton 4224 Castlewood St Rocklin , CA 95677

Sherry McCullough <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sherry McCullough <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 17:41:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Considering the 
endangered status of so many of the world's species, I can not believe this is under 
consideration by any normal human being. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to 
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Sherry McCullough 1664 Fort St. Trenton, MI 48183-2003

Saskia Santos <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Saskia Santos <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 17:41:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 



and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Saskia Santos 2844 Burney Drive Columbia, SC 29205-3465

maria white <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: maria white <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 17:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, maria white 18880 sw hart rd Beaverton, OR 97007-5623

Ashley Wilson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ashley Wilson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 19:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 



lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ashley Wilson San Jose, CA

Lorelei Horry <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lorelei Horry <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 20:56:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage 
the further decimation of all wildlife off this planet. And we don't need any more self-entitled 
humans behaving badly towards other species who were put on this earth for a more noble 
reason than to be murdered by bored rich people. Imagine how much better the world would be 
if that money was donated to help instead of hurt. It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lorelei Horry 5128 Killdee St Long Beach, CA 90808

Linda Mooney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Linda Mooney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 21:46:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Mooney 7730 Rain Valley Road Flagstaff, AZ 86004-1411

Sandra Thompson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sandra Thompson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 21:46:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Soon there will be no 
animals. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool 
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic 
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, 
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in 
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" 
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild 
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the 
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for 
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are 
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy 
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory 
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the 



demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, 
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via 
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters 
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and 
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for 
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sandra Thompson 616 Vernon Oaks 
Drive Roseville , CA 95678

Judith Keeley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Judith Keeley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 22:01:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judith Keeley 201 south 19th Camp Hill, OR 17011

Brady Tate <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Brady Tate <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 23:01:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brady Tate 456 West Main St Grantsville, UT 84029

kathie krager <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: kathie krager <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 06:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, kathie krager 13823 FM2769 Austin, TX 78726

Karen Erk <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Karen Erk <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 08:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The idea of trophy hunting 
is disgusting and a flaw in the human brain. I live in the country and ecologically every animal 
counts. I'm horrified by the news stories and photos of big game hunters who can kill such 
beautiful animals. It's one thing to do it for food, it senseless to do it for sport. Trophy hunting 
can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances like with Cecil the lion, where hunters 
break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a smokescreen for a more in depth poaching 
operation. The death of Cecil and now is son has made me even more determined to voice my 
opinion when I can. I've seen the stories of the animals killed for ivory tusks and it sickens me. 
These 'hunters' even break into protected land to kill what is protected for sport. They take their 
pictures, in some cases the body parts they can sell and leave the carcass. I praise those that 
protect the animals from hunters even though these heroes have very little possessions, they 
put the animals welfare before their own. Many times cutting off the tusks and horns and turning 
the animals free hoping they at least stand a chance without the lure of money for some kind of 
life and freedom. I oppose the creation of an International Conservation Council to promote US 
trophy hunting abroad. Studies have repeated demonstrated that this is not an effective method 
of conservation and Cecil's death demonstrated that most Americans find this pastime 
abhorrent. Please abandon plans to go forward with this council. #NoMoreCecils. It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Karen Erk 13480 E. County Road 500N Albany, IN 
47320

Howard Packer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Howard Packer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 09:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned 
about the formation of the new International Wildlife Conservation Council, and its promotion of 
US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in "trophy hunting." It is quite transparent that 
the real purpose behind this council is certainly not to bring about the conservation of wildlife. It 
is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Howard Packer 411 Walnut Street #12272 Green 
Cove Springs, FL 32043-3443

Linda Woodson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Linda Woodson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 09:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 



entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Woodson 16519 Loma Lndg Helotes, TX 78023

Elaina Rose <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Elaina Rose <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 09:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elaina Rose 1337 241st St Bothell, WA 98021

Joanne Smith <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joanne Smith <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 09:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop this madness now.
The US lust for blood which goes as far as the White House itself is bringing shame on our 
great nation. Elephants, rhinos, lions, giraffes and many many more are facing extinction in the 
wild and yet we are confronted every day with photographs of psychopaths - for that is what 
they are - grinning over the dead bodies of once beautiful animals. History will judge everyone 
involved in this vile sport harshly indeed. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to 
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Joanne Smith 3440 Porter St NW Washington, DC 20016

Corinne Steele <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Corinne Steele <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 09:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 



and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Corinne Steele , VA 23503

"Allison O'Dell" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: "Allison O'Dell" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 10:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We should be focusing on 
conservation & preservation of Wildlife and habitat. At the same time, enabling local 
communities to create, and profit from, Ecotourism!! It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Allison O'Dell 13 Boulders Way Telluride, CO 81435-9438

Diann Hackett <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Diann Hackett <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 10:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. These animals have no 
chance against a gun. Most people work to earn a trophy. People suck! It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 



conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Diann Hackett 269 Orchard Rd Highland , NY 12528

margaret mehring <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: margaret mehring <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 11:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. NO trophy hunting It is not 
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, margaret mehring 9142 aqua dr boerne, TX 78006

Shirley Lewis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Shirley Lewis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 11:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shirley Lewis 1814 fort branch rd. Viper, KY 41774-8118

Gloria Santillo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gloria Santillo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 11:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop trophy hunting!! So 
many animals these guys go after are endangered. It's so wrong on so many levels to kill an 
elephant, giraffe, rhino, lion, leopard, tIger and many more. Trophy hunters are going to wipe 
these animals out of existance. We must stop before it's too late!! It is not only shortsighted but 
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gloria Santillo 1859 Teakwood Way Vista, CA 92081

Rebecca Wang <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Rebecca Wang <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 11:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rebecca Wang 58 e bay state at Alhambra, CA 91801-6817

Claudette Gerety <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Claudette Gerety <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 12:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please keep the ban on 
trophy hunting in foreign nations. Elephants are endangered. People hunting the biggest and 
strongest elephants, or other animals, will not help the species. These hunters do NOT 
appreciate these living animals, they are simple "trophies". People should be encouraged to 
photograph and appreciate these animals, not kill them and chop off their body parts. This is 
torture for the animal for the boasting of a hunter. That is a travesty. Airlines should continue to 
refuse to ship these murdered animals to the USA, anything to not support big game hunting 
and trophy hunting in foreign countries. Thank you for your attention to this urgent matter. 
Claudette Gerety It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as 
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Claudette
Gerety 18718 Winding Creek Place Germantown, MD 20874

Kathy Norman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kathy Norman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 12:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop the intentional 
destruction of the planet. No big game hunting. No ivory imports. Not arctic drilling. It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 



citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kathy Norman 403 North street San Marcos, TX 
78666

Lisa Tammaro <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lisa Tammaro <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 13:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Do NOT let this happen! 
It's disgusting and greedy. There is no reason why trophy hunting should take place anywhere!!!  
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either 
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is 
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy 
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in 
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" 
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild 
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the 
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for 
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are 
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy 
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory 
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the 
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, 
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via 
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters 
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and 
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for 
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lisa Tammaro 3482 ivy hill circle unit 
c cortland, OH 44410

Melanie Volok <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Melanie Volok <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 13:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is downright cruel and 
barbaric! Please help stop this. We're all better than this. Please do something. It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Melanie Volok 2561 Westminster Heath NW Atlanta, 
GA 30327

Charmaine Restivo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Charmaine Restivo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 14:16:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Charmaine Restivo 6558 Sugargrove circle ne Canton , OH 44721



Janice Brown <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Janice Brown <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 15:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janice Brown 902 n winnsboro Quitman, TX 75783

Maura Chazin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Maura Chazin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 15:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maura Chazin 117 5th street Feasterville , PA 19053

Susan Berg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Susan Berg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 16:06:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I oppose the creation of an 
International Conservation Council to promote US trophy hunting abroad. Studies have 
repeated demonstrated that this is not an effective method of conservation and Cecil's death 
demonstrated that most Americans find this pastime abhorrent. Please abandon plans to go 
forward with this council. #NoMoreCecils. ?? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to 
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Susan Berg Versailles, OH 45380

Joyce Aubrey Grabush <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joyce Aubrey Grabush <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 16:16:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joyce Aubrey Grabush 1144 Pinch Valley Rd. Westminster, MD 21158-2944

Jessica Redfern <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jessica Redfern <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 16:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.



Sincerely, Jessica Redfern Orchard street Holyoke , MA 01040

Joanne Wood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joanne Wood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 16:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is just wrong to allow 
trophy hunting to kill endangered wildlife to be returned to our country! This only encourages 
trophy hunting by people who have no respect for our wildlife, only care about a head on their 
walls of a dead animal! Your department is to protect and preserve not expand it so Eric abd 
Donald Trump Jr can ahoot every animal in signt! Do not approve this and if you do prove it 
wasn't for political gain! What is happening to this country, we are losing our values thanks to 
prople like you! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a 
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joanne Wood 
503 W 13th St Sterling, IL 61081

Sandy Holt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sandy Holt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 17:36:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Elephants keep their 



families together until death. They have human like emotions. To go over there and murder an 
innocent animal as the families and babies of that animal stand there watching can only be done 
by selfish, heartless, psychotic humans. The Trump boys love trophy hunting. I'm done with the 
bullshit excuse that murdering the wild kingdom is like culling. It helps the environment. Bull 
Shit! The elephant numbers are dwindling on down. Soon there won't be any left. There is NO 
excuse for murdering an innocent family member and saw off their horns to sell! Say Trump 
boy? You had alot to do with lifting this ban didn't you? Low life, heartless, rich kid syndrome, 
small penis evil bunch of murderes. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote 
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal 
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at 
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in 
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sandy Holt 
2236 Dudley Rd Halifax, VA 24558

julianne french <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: julianne french <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 17:36:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am opposed to this 
advisory counsel to promote hunting. The AMERICAN public largely opposes international 
hunting that resulted in the illegal killing of the famous lion. It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 



international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, julianne french 9920 east fort lowell Tucson, AZ 85749-8541

Barbara Gladfelter <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbara Gladfelter <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 17:41:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The aim of the council is to 
deceivingly promote trophy hunting as a form of conservation. WHAT IS WRONG WITH YOU 
PEOPLE?!? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US 
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barbara 
Gladfelter 225 Archer Place Dixon, CA 95620-3627

Marcy Singer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marcy Singer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 17:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is cruel 



and unnecessary. What kind of empty human being enjoys killing majestic animals just minding 
their own business? There is little skill or danger (to the "hunter") involved so there's nothing to 
be proud of. It's shameful that we even have to protest this. It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marcy Singer 485 1st Ave New York, NY 10016

Lauren Lewis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lauren Lewis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 19:16:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lauren Lewis 707 Thorpe dr Louisville , KY 40243



Dena Shelangoski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dena Shelangoski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 19:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dena Shelangoski 606 W. Monroe Fairfield, IA 52556

Jane Anderson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jane Anderson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 19:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am writing this to express 
my opposition to the United States recognizing trophy hunting. The majority of citizens are 
opposed to this ctuel and inhumane slaughter committed in thr name of sport. This is an 
embarrassment to our country It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote 
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal 
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at 
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in 
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 



trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jane Anderson  
Evansvillr, IN 47715

Joseph and Diane Williams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joseph and Diane Williams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 20:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is a sad day when our 
government would support more and more killing of the world's endangered animals - all to cut 
off their heads and stuff them, and hang them on the wall. How sick is that? The United States 
will become an embarrassment to the world if we do this. It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joseph and Diane Williams 3880 Stikes Dr SE Lacey, WA 98503-8207

Heather Suffron <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Heather Suffron <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 20:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Heather Suffron , WI 54557

Claudia Martin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Claudia Martin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 20:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 



desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Claudia Martin 15 Franklin St Latrobe, PA 15650

Nancy Pina-Gray <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nancy Pina-Gray <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 20:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why would we promote 
the furtherance of possible extinction of iconic animals? Hunting during a "canned" hunt is not 
hunting. It is despicable and cowardly. Hunting in and of itself of trophy animals is not going to 
conserve anything. The world and nature will lose those things that add beauty and majesty.
This is not something to be promoted abroad or here. It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nancy Pina-Gray 7836 S. 16th St. Phoenix, AZ 85042-6719

Candy Hunt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Candy Hunt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 20:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Candy Hunt 12430 Vista Isles Drive #1311 Plantation , FL 33325

Joni Wirts <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joni Wirts <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 21:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is murder 
for for sport. It is awful. Please do not allow trophy hunting to increase in any way. It should be 
illegal everywhere. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting 
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joni Wirts 7052 
S 2930 E Slc, UT 84121



Mary Trzaska <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mary Trzaska <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 21:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. President Trump, millions 
of your supporters are animal lovers. You'll lose a lot of support if you ignore the passion of this 
group of Americans that voted for you. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to 
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Mary Trzaska Forest drive Greenwood lake, NY 10925

Michele Brown <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Michele Brown <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 21:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This has to stop NOW.
You people are eradicating all of God's creatures that should be roaming free. And you call this 
a sport, I thought football was a sport It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to 
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 



hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Michele Brown 78 Spanish Way Port St Lucie, FL 34952

Samantha Cooper <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Samantha Cooper <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 21:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is concerning. Our 
goal is to preserve the species and hunting isn't conservation- it's slaughter. We have a huge 
poaching problem and these animals deserve protection. It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Samantha Cooper 5041 Vine St Apt 508 Lincoln , NE 68504

Vicki Dowell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Vicki Dowell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 21:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Vicki Dowell 320 Park View Terrace, #106 Oakland , 
CA 94610

Shannon Leitner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Shannon Leitner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 22:01:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 



international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shannon Leitner 901 Williamson ave Staunton , IL 62088-2527

Leah Pearson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Leah Pearson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 22:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Let animals be!!! It is not 
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Leah Pearson 1133 Adams st. Denver , CO 80206

Gretchen Edmiston <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gretchen Edmiston <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 22:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Reversing the protection of 
Endangered Species for the sake of allowing irresponsible actions by those who do not 
understand the importance of saving these irreplaceable beings is a crime against the universe.



It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either 
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is 
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy 
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in 
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" 
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild 
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the 
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for 
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are 
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy 
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory 
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the 
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, 
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via 
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters 
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and 
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for 
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gretchen Edmiston 22137 Dogwood 
Dr New Caney, TX 77357

royanne liberti <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: royanne liberti <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 23:46:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. THE WORLD IS 
WATCHING YOU.... THIS IS PURE EVIL AND GUTWRENCHING It is not only shortsighted but 
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, royanne liberti 1095 van buren zve des plaines, IL 60018



Alicia Rodrigues <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alicia Rodrigues <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 00:06:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alicia Rodrigues 289 Saddle Run St Henderson, NV 89012

Alice Kaulfers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alice Kaulfers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 00:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Though I am a supporter 
of our president, I am thoroughly insulted and appalled by the "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council"s creation and purpose. I am a volunteer for numerous animal shelters 
and am an active supporter of animal rights with in the united states and abroad. It is disturbing 
that our President has allowed and supported The US Fish and Wildlife Service in this ruse. It is 
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either 
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is 
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy 
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in 
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" 



rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild 
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the 
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for 
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are 
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy 
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory 
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the 
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, 
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via 
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters 
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and 
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for 
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Alice Kaulfers 107 Aberdine Way 
Georgetown , KY 40324

Gabriella Carney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gabriella Carney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 01:51:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gabriella Carney 3 Delaware Ave. Stanhope, NJ 07874

Gabriella Carney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gabriella Carney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 01:51:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Ugh! You must be a 
special piece of human garbage to repeal a ban on trophy hunting. Don't get me started on 
"canned hunting". It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as 
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gabriella 
Carney 3 Delaware Ave. Stanhope, NJ 07874

Amaar Nazarani <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Amaar Nazarani <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 02:56:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 



international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Amaar Nazarani 4510 Plantation Creek Dr. Missouri City , TX 77459

Barbara Joncas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbara Joncas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 03:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Joncas 17 Rotary Dr Johnston, RI 02919

Christine Rose <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Christine Rose <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 04:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 



dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christine Rose , CO

Kimberly Westbrook <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kimberly Westbrook <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 04:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I thought conservation was 
not killing for sport or any killing at all. We need to keep these animals for future generations. 
Not just a handful that can only be seen in a zoo. It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kimberly Westbrook 484 S Prospect St Marion, OH 43302

Georgia Olker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Georgia Olker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 06:36:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I'm praying this doesn't go 
thru these are GODS Creation and deserve to live a happy life as we do there are so many 
other ways to earn a trophy ?? and not kill Thank you and GOD bless our land Georgia Olker ( 
Friends Of Abandoned Cats) It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy 
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal 
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at 
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in 
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Georgia Olker
509 S. Cedar Ave Andrews , SC 29510

Gail F Johnson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gail F Johnson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 07:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gail F Johnson 126 Orchard Court Blue Bell, PA 19422-2813

Lesley Mansbridge <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lesley Mansbridge <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 08:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. trophy hunting is evil, it's 
sadistic, and barbaric, not ethical in any way whatsoever. I implore you to abandon plans to 
support this council, it's utter madness. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to 
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Lesley Mansbridge , OR

Julie Rabeau <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Julie Rabeau <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 08:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julie Rabeau 12901 Ridgewood Rd Anchorage, AK 99516

Diane German <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Diane German <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 09:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane German 126 Mistletoe Lane Buckhannon, WV 26201-4893



Cesar Martinez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cesar Martinez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 10:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cesar Martinez 127 sarine rd Wurtsboro, NY 12790

Kim Blackhurst <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kim Blackhurst <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 11:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I would greatly appreciate 
that your a stop to this trophy. Hunting. Elephants wear ivory. Not people it needs to be stopped 
immediately. What do they get out of this by slaughtering these beautiful creatures. I find no 
glory in this despicable. Act. I am beyond. Angry. This has to stop. Now It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 



hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kim Blackhurst 1261meadowbrookdrive
CANONSBURG , PA

Jerrod Miller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jerrod Miller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 11:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jerrod Miller 2975 E.wood St. Decatur, IL 62521

Michael Holkko <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Michael Holkko <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 11:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy Hunting is not 
acceptable. Please protect our animals from these inhuman practices. Let's break this cycle. It is 
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either 
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is 
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy 
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in 
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" 
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild 
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the 
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for 
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are 
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy 
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory 
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the 
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, 
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via 
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters 
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and 
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for 
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Michael Holkko 2759 Argolis way 
Sacramento , CA 95826

Wanda Custance <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Wanda Custance <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 11:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please, do not do this. 
Only the very rich can do this, would you allow the already low numbers to be snuffed to please 
a small part of humanity? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy 
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal 
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at 
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in 
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 



protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Wanda 
Custance 2200 Bishop Cr. Rd. Jacksonville, OR 97530

Jennifer Pinto <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jennifer Pinto <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 13:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Many say we are in the 
throws of a 6th Mass Extinction. At a time when we are losing species at such an alarming rate, 
our ONLY focus should be on PROTECTION and CONSERVATION! This idea of opening the 
gates to encourage trophy hunting is ludicrous. And the fact that you are trying to hide behind a 
panel named "International Wildlife Conservation Council" is even more so. Please rethink this 
incredibly irresponsible and immoral decision. Thank you, Jennifer Pinto It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jennifer Pinto 7541 River Oaks Trl Gates Mills, OH 
44040

Melissa M <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Melissa M <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 13:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa M 123 not my address Columbus , GA 31909

"Mrs. Rose Thompson" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: "Mrs. Rose Thompson" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 14:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mrs. Rose Thompson 901 S. Sixth ave box 37 Hacienda heights, CA 91745



Kristen Koehrn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kristen Koehrn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 14:16:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kristen Koehrn 6141 Veemac Ave La Mesa, CA 91942

Linda Ashton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Linda Ashton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 15:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Ashton 2618 Ector Road North Jacksonville, FL 32211

Carol Thuney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Carol Thuney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 16:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is atrocious that we as a 
nation would do anything to encourage the slaughter of these beautiful and endangered 
animals. We should be leading the world in conservation and protection of same. This is 
appalling. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US 
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carol Thuney
Newport, KY 41071

kevin fortier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: kevin fortier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 16:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I was absolutely shocked 
when I heard the administration was doing this. I could not oppose this any more strongly. I 
oppose the creation of an International Conservation Council to promote US trophy hunting 
abroad. Studies have repeated demonstrated that this is not an effective method of 
conservation and Cecil's death demonstrated that most Americans find this pastime abhorrent. 
Please abandon plans to go forward with this council. #NoMoreCecils. ?? It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, kevin fortier 10716 peppermill drive raleigh, NC 27614

Jolette Herradura <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jolette Herradura <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 16:41:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage 
trophy hunting. I want the future generations to know about wild lions, gentle elephants and 
many more amazing creatures and see them in person. I'm worried that if we allow trophy 
hunting, these animals will be extinct and we will only be able to learn about them through 
pictures and books. Please put an end to trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jolette Herradura 3010 King Estates San Jose, CA 95135

Gloria Navan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gloria Navan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 16:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. People all over the world 
have attempted to ban trophy hunting. This has no place in a civilized society. It is ridiculous to 
promote trophy hunting as a form of "wildlife conservation." There is absolutely no reason to 
establish a council to explore the possibility of trophy hunting -- this would benefit only the egos 
of those who would enjoy slaughtering animals, some of whom would probably be on the 
Endangered Species List. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy 
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal 
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at 
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in 
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gloria Navan 
1728 Sylvia Ct Lawrenceville, GA 30043-2288

Kelly Heitman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kelly Heitman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 17:56:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this! Trophy 
Hunting is murder! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as 
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kelly Heitman
3520 1st Ave #7 San Diego , CA 92103

Brian Gilligan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Brian Gilligan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 18:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is barbaric and people 
who kill animals and then have them stuffed and then hang them on their walls have deep 
seated issues! This will NOT be tolerated by the American tax paying voters and humane 
animal orgs. If you pass this bill believe me you WILL NOT like the attention and Media 
coverage you will be receiving from the American people! It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.



No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brian Gilligan 8158 Avon Lake Rd. Lodi, OH 44254

Laura Lyons <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Laura Lyons <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 19:36:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laura Lyons 6324 Grace Ave. Ludington, MI 49431

Kendall Rietfors <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kendall Rietfors <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 21:01:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kendall Rietfors 2625 Banbury Court Carlsbad, CA 92010



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<stacie-g@cox.net>

From: <stacie-g@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 20:56:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is 
dispicible. Hunting sonething just to put it on your wall and show what a "man" you are when in 
essence you are far from it. Using rifles, animal scents, hunting down poor defenseless animals 
need to die just for sport! Disgusting. And half if thrm don't even get eaten, just discarded.
America is a disgrace for supporting this and teaching this type of disrespect. No wonder our 
country is going down hill! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy 
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal 
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at 
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in 
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Stacie Baier 
2058 S MCCONNELL DR TUCSON, AZ 85710
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Arleibensperger@gmail.com>

From: <Arleibensperger@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 20:56:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage 
trophy hunting! These poor animals do not deserve to be killed for sport! It is inhumane and 
despicable that the ban on trophy hunting spoils has been lifted. Please bring back the ban and 
stop trophy hunting!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting 
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Amanda 
Leibensperger 45 Nicholas dr East haven, CT 06512
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bevbluebb@gmail.com>

From: <bevbluebb@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 20:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. don't do this It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Bev Blue Pobox 2843 key west, FL 33045
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<debby.retherford@gmail.com>

From: <debby.retherford@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 20:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. As a life long Alaskan and 
an Alaska Native, I grew up with the tradition of hunting for FOOD. Not only is trophy hunting 
obscene and disrespectful, hunting social, intelligent animals like elephants is morally 
reprehensible. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a 
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Deborah 
Retherford 4525 S McKechnie Lp Palmer, AK 99645
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Coreydsims90@gmail.com>

From: <Coreydsims90@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 19:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I think trophy hunting is the 
most disgusting thing we human can do to the animal kingdom! We should be working to 
preserve wildlife not killing it for human pleasure! This makes me sick and beyond angry, I I am 
so disappointed one dumb careless man wants to make this legal. It is not only shortsighted but 
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Corey Sims 2235 Ashley Crossing Dr apt.2B Charleston , SC 29414
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kgiamona@gmail.com>

From: <kgiamona@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 18:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, K G A Street San Diego , CA 92101
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jbeaz101@hotmail.com>

From: <jbeaz101@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 18:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is so evil and needs 
to be stopped... It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a 
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Judy Beasley 
420 Amsterdam Avenue Bridgeport, CT 06606
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kateleesf@gmail.com>

From: <Kateleesf@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 18:36:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please help w/ stoping the 
monetization of wildlife. They need our help. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to 
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Kate Lee Bradley 224 Bosworth st San Francisco , CA 94112
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<moniquemcclain8@gmail.com>

From: <moniquemcclain8@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 18:36:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animal rights is the idea in 
which some, or all, non-human animals are entitled to the possession of their own lives and that 
their most basic interests--such as the need to avoid suffering--should be afforded the same 
consideration as similar interests of human beings. "The dictionary defined it." "But I like to think 
GOD intended it." It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as 
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Monique M. 
McClain 4464 Browning Lane El Reno, OK 73036
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jettdesignstudio@gmail.com>

From: <Jettdesignstudio@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 18:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please no trophy hunting 
of any animal. It is immoral. Thank you, Deanna Stidham It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deanna Stidham 3906 Level Plains Rd Sophia, NC 27350
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Acshawkins@gmail.com>

From: <Acshawkins@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 18:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop the killing. It is not 
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cathy Hawkins 8 Tarpon court Willingboro , NJ 08046
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jenniferlaporta1@gmail.com>

From: <Jenniferlaporta1@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 17:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Imprison Trump and Zinke 
and the rest of his administration. Put on trial for crimes against humanity and the earth. It is not 
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jen LaPorta 54 Webber Santa Rosa, CA 95407
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<monicasebastiani@live.com>

From: <monicasebastiani@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 16:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, MONICA SEBASTIANI 1641 s. kirkman road #295 Orlando, FL 32811
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Yulia.bolotina@gmail.com>

From: <Yulia.bolotina@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 16:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julia Bolotina 20611 Boland Farm Rd Germantown, MD 20876
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Mya.burger@hotmail.com>

From: <Mya.burger@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 16:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Burger MYA 2 avenue Georges Pompidou Poitiers , IN
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<joyhhamilton@gmail.com>

From: <joyhhamilton@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 16:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joy Hamilton 310 spring st king , NC 27021
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Eagarvey@hotmail.con>

From: <Eagarvey@hotmail.con>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 15:56:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is our responsibility to 
protect the earth and wildlife. Poaching elephants should not be legal as these animals need to 
be protected. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a 
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Allison Garvey
Baltimore , MD
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<Corinna.ah@gmail.com>

From: <Corinna.ah@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 15:21:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a 
sustainable or ethical form of preserving biodiversity. Besides the fact that trophy hunting 
demeans the inherent worth of the animals, typically very little of the hunters' money goes to 
local communities. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as 
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Corinna 
Henderson 1515 Hermitage pl Hampton, VA 23664
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<masondabney1@gmail.com>

From: <masondabney1@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 14:46:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. These murderers can find 
something else to put on the wall. While most of the world is trying to protect wildlife, this 
government is going the other way, of course. A large majority are against this atrocity! Why 
don't we matter? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a 
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dabney Mason 
2 Wininger Viola , DE 19979
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<DARRELLSPEARL911@gmail.com>

From: <DARRELLSPEARL911@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 14:41:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE DO NOT ALLOW 
SUCH CRUELTY TO OUR BEAUTIFUL WILDLIFE AND AND NATURE! MOST IS ALREADY 
EXTINCT!!!! PLEASE DO NOT ALLOW!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to 
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
KATHERINE MOORE 1221 E CYPRESS AVE, #26 Redding, CA 96002
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<chrishug90@gmail.com>

From: <chrishug90@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 14:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please find the 
compassion in your heart to not allow trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christina Chipman 2273 Coletero Dr Washington, UT 84780
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Horsepoke49@comcast.net>

From: <Horsepoke49@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 14:11:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Donna Renninger 291 Skyline Drive Reading , PA 19606
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<huntershorizon@gmail.com>

From: <huntershorizon@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 13:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robin Forse 5325 Duke Ct Frederick, MD 21703
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Staceylenny@hotmail.con>

From: <Staceylenny@hotmail.con>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 13:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We cannot have this 
happening in our world. Please stop this from going through. These animals and all need to be 
here on our earth and we need to protect them not hurt them. Let's value the wildlife and keep 
them from harms way forever. Stop the insanity! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous 
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Stacey Powell 34724 middleboro Livonia , MI 48154
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<pqbeam@gmail.com>

From: <pqbeam@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 13:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please DO NOT allow 
trophy hunters to import their bloody animal trophies into the United States. Killing and maiming 
endangered animals is NOT admirable and should not be sanctioned by our government. 
Encourage safaris that use cameras, not guns. Preserve these magnificent creatures for all of 
us! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of 
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic 
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, 
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in 
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" 
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild 
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the 
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for 
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are 
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy 
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory 
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the 
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, 
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via 
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters 
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and 
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for 
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Pamela Qualley 1025 Brookside 
Drive Eugene, OR 97405
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<jjplishka@gmail.com>

From: <jjplishka@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 12:36:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, jen plishka 4367 luna course Liverpool, NY 13090-2052
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cjrutan@me.com>

From: <cjrutan@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 12:31:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I oppose the creation of an 
International Conservation Council to promote US trophy hunting abroad. Studies have 
repeated demonstrated that this is not an effective method of conservation and Cecil's death 
demonstrated that most Americans find this pastime abhorrent. Please abandon plans to go 
forward with this council. #NoMoreCecils. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to 
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Carol Rutan 177 Lake Dr Oviedo, FL 32765
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Linda <leavittl@aol.com>

From: Linda <leavittl@aol.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 12:25:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Oppose Council to Promote International Trophy Hunting for US 
Citizens

I am appalled at the idea that the United States would attempt to promote the killing of lions, 

like Cecil, and elephants for trophies.

This inhumane killing of majestic wild animals, dwindling to the point of near extinction for the 

pleasure of the rich and famous, like the Trump children, is a horrifying example of the ugly 

American personified.

Trophy hunting encourages illegal trade and poaching. It does not help anyone.  Those who 

want to see these animals can join photo safari expeditions and have the thrill of observation 

and not killing. I want to leave the animals alone and let them continue to exist so that my 

grandchildren and their grandchildren can see them living in their natural habitats.

Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but hunters 

target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or tusk. Often, 

these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their populations. They are the 

protectors, leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean that other 

individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that another male lion 

might move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an individual animal 

due to hunting can and often does have a ripple effect.

Linda M Leavitt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<linda@knlhagen.com>

From: <linda@knlhagen.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 12:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please DO NOT allow 
trophy hunting!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as 
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Linda Hagen 
5433 N Sabino Highlands Pl Tucson, AZ 85749-7185
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<khunter@factpoint.com>

From: <khunter@factpoint.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 12:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Unless the animals are 
given guns and lessons to shoot their hunters, it will NEVER be a fair game. Stop the killing! It is 
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either 
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is 
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy 
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in 
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" 
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild 
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the 
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for 
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are 
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy 
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory 
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the 
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, 
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via 
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters 
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and 
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for 
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kim Hunter 505 Clark Ct Los Altos, 
CA 94024
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<kcervini1@gmail.com>

From: <kcervini1@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 11:56:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, kristine cervini 564 Manitou Rd Hilton, NY 14468
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cheekee1964@gmail.com>

From: <cheekee1964@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 11:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cheryl Ulrich 309 2nd street Mosinee, WI 54455
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<s.sowell@hotmail.com>

From: <s.sowell@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 11:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Steven Sowell 3516 Warner Avenue Louisville, KY 40207
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<dtseifert@gmail.com>

From: <dtseifert@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 11:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Pleasr Sir or Madam, 
These are WILD animals and they should never be taken as trophies!!! These animals NEED to 
be left ALIVE and NEVER hunted or captured for the trade for people to pay to play!!! Please 
Please stop the EXPLOITATION of these animals!!! Thank you for your time, A Very Concerned 
Citizen David Seifert It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting 
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, David Seifert
401 E Avenue C Jerome , ID 83338
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<dcortz26@gmail.com>

From: <dcortz26@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 11:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. #wearetheirvoice 
#STANDUPFORANIMALSRIGHTS It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote 
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal 
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at 
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in 
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, DeeDe Corteat 
2501 s. Osage Wichiya, KS 67217
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<anacbteixeira@gmail.com>

From: <anacbteixeira@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 11:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ana Teixeira 110 sw 12th st Miami, FL 33130
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<julitseitz@hotmail.com>

From: <julitseitz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting for reasons other 
than as a food source is a disgusting practice. An individual who enjoys hurting other creatures 
clearly have mental illnesses which need to be treated, not applauded and allowed! It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Juli Henning 820 Mililani Street Honolulu , HI 96813
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<angel75310@hotmail.com>

From: <angel75310@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa Snyder 58 Woodhurst Lane Yoder , IN 46798
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<willow0828@gmail.com>

From: <willow0828@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 10:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. EVOLVE already! It is not 
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Michele Perez 1718 Mill Run Circle, Bldg. 34 Tampa, 
FL 33613
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<jaimes.spring@gmail.com>

From: <jaimes.spring@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 10:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jaimes Spring 2202 E Menlo St Wichita, KS 67211
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<lizhipwell@gmail.com>

From: <lizhipwell@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 10:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I oppose legally being able 
to bring hunting trophies into the US because I consider big game hunting to be in humane an 
equate it to poaching. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting 
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Elizabeth
Hipwell 4148 North Avers Avenue 2D Chicago, IL 60618
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<claudia@greyhoundgang.org>

From: <claudia@greyhoundgang.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I've had the honor of 
meeting wild elephants, and other African wildlife. I've felt their beauty, depth and souls. I've 
seen their strong family ties. No decent person would kill and be proud of any kill. I wonder what 
their upbringing has been to let them think that killing living, breathing, loving beings is OK. It is 
not. Ever. Never. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as 
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, claudia presto
Kanab, UT 84741
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<Jwfrease8@gmail.com>

From: <Jwfrease8@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Its just not right !!! It is not 
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jeff Frease 3542monogram Long beach, CA 90808
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<atosmi248@gmail.com>

From: <atosmi248@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 09:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Douglas Rosenthal 3004 Portofino Isle, M-1 Coconut Creek, FL 33066-1234
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<karmaholye@gmail.com>

From: <karmaholye@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 09:21:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karen Hoyle TOCS LINCS, ME
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<maca_huertas@hotmail.com>

From: <maca_huertas@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 09:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, María Camila Huertas Pulido Houston, TX
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Mattgduggan@icloud.com>

From: <Mattgduggan@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 08:56:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. WTF is wrong with you ? 
Don't do this you're killing Animals that don't belong to You they belong to all of US so it's either 
Greed or its what Freud said " you all have small penis's and you're struggling with your Stunted 
Manhood " Freud It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as 
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Matthew G
Duggan Po Box 112 Cohasset , MA 02045
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cprunhuber@gmail.com>

From: <cprunhuber@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 08:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Prunhuber 326 east lake dr Sarasota, FL 34232
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gavi411@gmail.com>

From: <gavi411@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 08:46:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop the travesty!
Your treatment of other beings reflects your beliefs and actions toward people who are not 
exactly like you. Wake up and remember that are welcome to use your money can buy you 
whatever you want but not be at the expense of others or the planet. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, VICKI HARPER 1800 NORTH POWERHOUSE ROAD MORGANTON, NC 28655
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<Evertout@gmail.com>

From: <Evertout@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 08:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The idea of an advisory 
panel specifically dedicated to promoting international trophy hunting opportunities misleadingly 
named "International Wildlife Conservation Council" is the latest in Interior Secretary Ryan 
Zinke's many attacks on vulnerable wildlife. This should NEVER be enacted and Ryan Zinke 
needs to go away!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting 
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barbara Evert 
PO Box 224 Pleasant View, CO 81331
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Scronin1999@gmail.com>

From: <Scronin1999@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 08:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am significantly angered 
by the idea that any form of US governing body would allow such a heinous act, much less 
endorse it. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US 
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sean Cronin
East Amherst , NY 14051
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<sandramarieoliveira@msn.com>

From: <sandramarieoliveira@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 08:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please have some 
compassion for these animals. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote 
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal 
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at 
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in 
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sandra 
Flaherty 72 Ida Ln Fall River, MA 02720
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<tamcat@woh.rr.com>

From: <tamcat@woh.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 07:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tammi Wells 1877 Thornwood Ct Troy, OH 45373
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<casekaem@gmail.com>

From: <casekaem@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 07:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Casey Kaemerer 16 Birchlawn Dr. Lamoine, ME 04605
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<Ernie.r.norzagaray@cbp.dhs.gov>

From: <Ernie.r.norzagaray@cbp.dhs.gov>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 07:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ernie Norzagaray 2340 w. 44th st Tucson, AZ 85713
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<seth.lennon@gmail.com>

From: <seth.lennon@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 07:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Seth Lennon 1950 Mariner Lane Woodbridge, VA 22192
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<Jabonner118@gmail.com>

From: <Jabonner118@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 07:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this It is not 
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jennifer Bonner 117 locust st Winthrop , MA 02152
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kathleenrupert@comcast.net>

From: <kathleenrupert@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 07:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathleen Rupert 1910 Lukas Court Cinnaminson, NJ 08077
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<yvonne.albrecht@sunrise.ch>

From: <yvonne.albrecht@sunrise.ch>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 07:01:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Yvonne Albrecht 2470 N Quesnel Loop Tucson, AZ 85715
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sdprested@gmail.com>

From: <sdprested@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 06:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. America used to be a 
leader in the world, doing much to promote conservation. Unfortunately, this administration has 
done much to erase this. Please do not promote trophy hunting, which is often used as a cover 
for poaching and used as an excuse to import trophies that were taken in a manner which 
endangers the very existence of some of the most majestic animals in the world. There is no 
purpose to hunting these animals except the ego of the hunter, they aren't eaten for food, or 
anything useful, and ego alone is no justification for hunting these helpless animals. It is not only 
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife 
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth 
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting 
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, 
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than 
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game 
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride 
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, 
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely 
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year 
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually 
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US 
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as 
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do 
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable 
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, shawna prested 233 Bowie Ct, unit B Bolingbrook, IL 
60440
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lampreave@gmail.com>

From: <lampreave@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 06:36:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am simply horrified, and 
ashamed, that my country would even consider this misguided change in policy. I am skeptical 
that this would improve any wildlife management efforts and, in fact, I believe it will hasten the 
demise of threatened species. Please maintain the current policy preventing importation of 
these hunting trophies to the United States. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to 
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Eloy Hernandez 31 W. Cuthbert Blvd. Collingswood, NJ 08108
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<traceyansman@gmail.com>

From: <traceyansman@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 06:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We, the people of the 
USA. Are giving the animals a voice. Please do not establish this council! Hunting should be as 
it was in the beginning. You hunt for food and clothing, and tools, and fuel. Not to put an animals 
head on your wall. NO TROPHY HUNTING!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to 
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Tracey Ansman 27695 Tracy rd. Lot 419 Walbridge, OH 43465
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Elynk18@hotmail.com>

From: <Elynk18@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 06:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Real men do not shoot 
defenseless animals. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting 
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ellen Linker 37 
otter Trail westport ct Westport , CT 06880
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Skggae94@hotmail.com>

From: <Skggae94@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 05:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maria Beltran , NH
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Coloradonative1986@gmail.com>

From: <Coloradonative1986@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 05:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage 
trophy hunting. This is abominable. This planet is all we have and we need to preserve it the 
best we can. As government officials your role should be to look out for the citizens you govern 
and look over. A huge component of leadership is servitude, and that means looking over and 
preserving the land your constituents call home. I am asking as a US citizen to please consider 
not encouraging trophy hunting. Thank you for your time and I hope you have a great day. It is 
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either 
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is 
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy 
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in 
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" 
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild 
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the 
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for 
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are 
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy 
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory 
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the 
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, 
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via 
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters 
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and 
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for 
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Bryan Johnson 13019 North 100th 
Avenue Sun City, AZ 85351
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ssk1998.1997@gmail.com>

From: <ssk1998.1997@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 04:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Over the last 100 years, 
hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main countries yet wildlife 
numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation, why have African lions 
declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support the assertion that trophy 
hunting benefits conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote 
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal 
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at 
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in 
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Shilpa Croft
Brooklyn, NY
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tennysonsrock.97@gmail.com>

From: <tennysonsrock.97@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 04:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting works the 
opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but hunters target the biggest and the 
strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or tusk. Often, these animals - the 
oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their populations. They are the protectors, leaders 
and their removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean that other individuals start 
disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that another male lion might move in and kill 
the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an individual animal due to hunting can and 
often does have a ripple effect. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote 
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal 
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at 
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in 
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Premila Raman 
8801 Prestwould Place McLean, VA 22102
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sweetbabyjade01@gmail.com>

From: <sweetbabyjade01@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 02:21:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This lift on trophy hunting 
is wrong and would vote to abandon all further plans. Humans have destroyed the world, each 
other, and now the elephants again. Shame!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous 
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
DIANE KOEHLER 4362 Jummer Way #512 Murray , UT 84107
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mhagemankat8888@outlook.com>

From: <mhagemankat8888@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 02:16:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa Callaghan 4009 Raynor Pkwy #2304 Bellevue , NE 68123



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Contact@devinroyer.com>

From: <Contact@devinroyer.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 00:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Devin Royer 110 E 37th St. #210 Austin, TX 78705
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Mtobo76@gmail.com>

From: <Mtobo76@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 00:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't encourage 
blood money. Don't destroy our future for egos & greed. It's disgusting & cruel! If you want to 
make a difference and extinct "animals" then go after the criminals that is taking over and 
destroying our country! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy 
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal 
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at 
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in 
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Martha Tobo 
20730 Napa st Winnetka , CA 91306
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Idaparday@gmail.com>

From: <Idaparday@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 17 2017 00:46:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted 
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or 
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than 
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less 
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ida Parday Vallgatan 3 Solna, NE 17080
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<svm1patriot@gmail.com>

From: <svm1patriot@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 23:21:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The archaic "sport" of 
Trophy Hunting" has proven to undermine the very meaning of Conservation. Please discard the 
thought of a U S Council that promotes such actions with such devastating consequences. 
Extinction is Forever. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting 
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Scott Moorman  
5403 Spring Walk San Antonio , TX 78247
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<louisegray1@hotmail.com>

From: <louisegray1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 23:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. KILLING ELEPHANTS 
FOR "fun" for a "thrill" isn't manly, isn't sane, and is just plain wrong! Did you know they have 
SAME DNA AS YOU OVER 75% SAME MATERIAL. We are related to Elephants that's one 
reason they're being studied because they never get Cancer! They are walking Miracles! Leave 
Elephants Alone!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting 
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a 
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found 
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. 
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Louise Gray 
1300 L Street Lompic, CA 93436
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<laura.weiden@gmail.com>

From: <laura.weiden@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 23:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I oppose the creation of an 
International Conservation Council to promote US trophy hunting abroad. Studies have 
repeated demonstrated that this is not an effective method of conservation and Cecil's death 
demonstrated that most Americans find this pastime abhorrent. Please abandon plans to go 
forward with this council. #NoMoreCecils. ?? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to 
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. 
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by 
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of 
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism 
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting 
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, 
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the 
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire 
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, 
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one 
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is 
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the 
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international 
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this 
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best 
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the 
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Laura Weiden Kent, WA 98032
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<hoolirio@gmail.com>

From: <hoolirio@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 22:56:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We strive to be better in 
every way, yet turn the other way when people kill for fun. We need to fight evil where it lives 
and not encourage it. There is no logical, beneficial, or rational excuse for trophy hunting. It is 
nothing more than killing for fun. We need to stop this. It is not only shortsighted but also 
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic 
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An 
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, 
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, 
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the 
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of 
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that 
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other 
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote 
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to 
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see 
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the 
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans 
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I 
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, James Norton Austin, TX 78729
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Mayracorona8789@gmail.com>

From: <Mayracorona8789@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 22:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mayra Corona 7102 heliptrope ave Bell, CA 90201
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kellyluna12@gmail.com>

From: <Kellyluna12@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 22:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kelly Luna 90-34 75th Street Woodhaven , NY 11421
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pjpres@frontier.com>

From: <pjpres@frontier.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 22:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Secretary Zinke, I oppose
the creation of an International Conservation Council to promote US trophy hunting abroad.
Studies have repeatedly demonstrated that this is not an effective method of conservation and
Cecil's death demonstrated that most Americans find this pastime abhorrent. Please abandon
plans to go forward with this council. #NoMoreCecils. ?? I also oppose allowing trophy hunters
to kill elephants and other big game in Africa, to then have the animal's remains be brought
back to our country as trophies....there is no credible reason to declare this as a need! Lives of
endangered species always "trumps" the need or desire for the rich man to kill an endangered
species animal, for the man's delight and trophy. Our job is to protect and work to keep the
precious endangered species on this Earth, for future generations to come. Please hear the
voices of the American people....not just the lobbyists or people that enjoy stacking up trophies
of their kill...legal or illegal, like Cecil. Regards, Penny Williams Punta Gorda, FL It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Penny Williams 1000 Marlin Dr Punta Gorda, FL
33950
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<kathyk218@centurylink.net>

From: <kathyk218@centurylink.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 22:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I just want to state simply
that animals have souls, too. They feel pain and joy, they have families, they protect their
offspring. And with so many animals having been declared extinct or near extinction, promoting
trophy hunting isn't a wise course of action for the future of our planet. Plus- bottom line- it's
unnecessary, violent, disgusting, and disturbing. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathy Kyle 838 Oakville Rd Newville , PA 17241
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<cgryan@cox.net>

From: <cgryan@cox.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 22:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is a horrific
act of killing a magnificent creature, chopping off it's head and hanging it on the wall of your
home or office. Theses creatures are here on earth and help maintain the delicate balance of
Mother Nature It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cathy Ryan
3705 S Sequoia Ave Broken Arrow , OK 74011
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<Leebs1@comcast.net>

From: <Leebs1@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 21:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please fight against all
trophy hunting. Especially in Africa!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Janet Lebold
1860 Mousebird Ave NW Salem, OR 97304
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<birdlover7978@att.net>

From: <birdlover7978@att.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 21:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Roxann Caracristi 1742 S Arch St Janesville, WI 53546
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<Mbealmear52@gmail.com>

From: <Mbealmear52@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 21:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop the sport-
hunting of endangered animals. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Merilee
Bealmear 6006 N. Mersington Ave. Kansas City, MO 64119
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<Valcolourleaf@gmail.com>

From: <Valcolourleaf@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 21:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. All lives matter. as
humans; have souls/spirits/energies, So Do Animals. They have emotions, they have their own
way of communicating and they learn our language. They have unconditional love, and they are
intellectual. When I see trophies on walls of Restaurants or Hotels, I see the ignorance of
humanity. Animals have the right to live as humans do. Taxidermy does not preserve the sacred
souls that Animals possess. Please create a law prohibiting trophy hunting, and give all Animals
a safe life on this living planet. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Valerie Watters
4004 E Longley Flagstaff , AZ 86004
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<drummerswife67@gmail.com>

From: <drummerswife67@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 21:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brianna Kohlenberg 15217 63rd st ct e Sumner, WA 98390
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<Jeff.fromberg@gmail.com>

From: <Jeff.fromberg@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 21:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jeff Fromberg 233 s Barrington ave Los Angeles, CA 90049-3352
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<debbielee333@gmail.com>

From: <debbielee333@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 21:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop those who are
ruining our planet and killing other beings who deserve to be on this planet. Let's think of future
generations. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Debbie Lee
222 Idaho Avenue Santa Monica, CA 90403-2514
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<bobturski@gmail.com>

From: <bobturski@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 21:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robert Turski 679 Vocelle Avenue Sebastian, FL 32958
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<Sjghost@att.net>

From: <Sjghost@att.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 20:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sharon Caspers 2624 E 20th St Chico, CA 95928
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monami27 <monami27@comcast.net>

From: monami27 <monami27@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 20:47:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wildlife conservation

Dear Sir,

- I oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council. Studies have repeated

shown that trophy hunting does not aid in conservation. Over the last several decades, big

game hunting has been the primary, in many cases only method of conservation, yet

populations of wildlife continue to plummet. 

- Big game hunting is often unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild

lions remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2

and 3% of the popular is killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable -

particularly in light of other pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts

with ranchers and habitat loss.

- Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but

hunters target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or

tusk. Often, these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their populations.

They are the protectors, leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean

that other individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that another

male lion might move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an

individual animal due to hunting can and often does have a ripple effect.

- Trophy hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances like with Cecil the

lion, where hunters break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a smokescreen for a

more in depth poaching operation. 

- Trophy hunting fees incentivize managers to inflate numbers to bring in more money, putting

species at risk. 

- As we saw by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is simply not morally

acceptable to most Americans. Our society sees it as outdated, cruel and needless. Please do not

expand this elitist and brutal pastime but instead acknowledge that most Americans are now

gravitating to more non-consumptive activities such as wildlife watching, bird watching,

hiking, kayaking and the like. 

- For the foregoing reasons, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation

Council.

Thank you.



Sincerely,
Ramona Lione 
San Jose, CA

Sent from my cell phone
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<Cathemoody@gmail.com>

From: <Cathemoody@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 20:46:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cathe Moody 2403 Zephyr Cove Rocklin, CA 95677
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<angie-tor@hotmail.com>

From: <angie-tor@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 20:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop murdering all
the animals. Killing endangered animals IS NOT CONSERVATION. It's selling them to the
highest bidder. This is a diabolical crime perpetrated by evil people. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Angela Torres 1865 Gates Avenue Ridgewood, NY 11385
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<bparriott51@gmail.com>

From: <bparriott51@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 20:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Ban All Trophy Hunting!!! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barbara Parriott 1579 Kalaepaa Drive
Honolulu, HI 96819
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"Emily K." <emilyjkitazawa@gmail.com>

From: "Emily K." <emilyjkitazawa@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 20:08:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Objection against the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I am writing today to inform you of my opposition to the proposed International Wildlife
Conservation Council and hope that the US Fish and Wildlife Service will reconsider the
creation and purpose of this council. I and many other members of the public stand against big
game hunting and the exploitation of wildlife for trophies. I was sickened to learn that "trophy
hunting appears to be the primary driver of lion population declines outside (and inside some)
protected areas in Tanzania" and "excessive off-takes from trophy hunting also lowered
population density of lions, and altered sex-ratios and ranging behaviour of lions in Hwange
National Park, Zimbabwe, South Luangwa National Park, Zambia, and the Bénoué Complex in
northern Cameroon" (Lindsey, Balme, Booth, & Midlane, 2012, p. 1).

I fully agree with this statement from the Animal Welfare Institute: “No one is fooled by the claim
that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify
and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare
species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued
and protected via nonlethal methods.”

What's more, there is evidence to show that "hunting companies contribute only 3% of their
revenue to communities living in hunting areas. The vast majority of their expenditure does not
accrue to local people and businesses" (Economists at Large, 2013, p. 3). I believe this severely
destabilizes the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council’s mission of sharing the
benefits of international hunting.

At the very least, I would ask you and your fellow members of the USFWS to simply take the
time to consider what the right thing to do is. I expect you are all even more well-versed in this
issue than myself and are aware of the above-mentioned research and statistics. I choose to
believe there are good people in government who will not turn a blind eye to this. Thank you.

Sincerely,



Emily Kitazawa

Citation:

Economists at Large, 2013. The $200 million question: How much does trophy hunting really
contribute to African communities?, a report for the African Lion Coalition, prepared by
Economists at Large, Melbourne, Australia.

Lindsey PA, Balme GA, Booth VR, Midlane N (2012) The Significance of African Lions for the
Financial Viability of Trophy Hunting and the Maintenance of Wild Land. PLOS ONE 7(1):
e29332. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0029332  

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0029332
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<debbyortiz1@earthlink.net>

From: <debbyortiz1@earthlink.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 20:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
trophy hunting.These are beautiful and majestic animals It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debora Ortiz 1439 F St Union City, CA 94587
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<sassy_angel137@hotmail.com>

From: <sassy_angel137@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 19:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Stephanie Faustino 500 Broadview Ave Toronto, ID 50220

<sassy_angel137@hotmail.com>

From: <sassy_angel137@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 19:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Stephanie Faustino 500 Broadview Ave Toronto, ID 50220
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<vondaraget@gmail.com>

From: <vondaraget@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 19:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. To whom it may concern;
Such a council is reckless and unsustainable. . Find something more reserve oriented. Thank
you, Vonda Ingram It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Von Ingram
2165 spring creek rd Lebanon , TN 37087
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<Smogthebog@hotmail.com>

From: <Smogthebog@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 19:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Craig Try's Hill Cottage Chertsey, MT 59047
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<Hippieteacher@hotmail.com>

From: <Hippieteacher@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 19:46:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nelson Molina 8157 Cyclamen Way Buena Park, CA 90620
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<Davidjrmisa@bellsouth.net>

From: <Davidjrmisa@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 19:41:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Misa Welch , NC
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<Lourdes8hinnant@gmail.com>

From: <Lourdes8hinnant@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 19:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lourdes Hinnant 2024 nursery rd Clearwater, FL 33764-2553
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<Shaunacbrown@comcast.net>

From: <Shaunacbrown@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 19:16:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shauna Brown 18 summer cloud The Woodlands, TX 77381
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<kikikat623@gmail.com>

From: <kikikat623@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 19:16:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No wild animal should be
forced to live like this or be treated like this. It is simply appalling!?? It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debby Ulinder 39560 Medina Court Murrieta, CA 92562
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<3qlschultz@gmail.com>

From: <3qlschultz@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 19:11:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is simply
killing for pleasure, for the thrill of ending the life of a living creature who never harmed the
person. Such behavior should not be encouraged or enabled because it's clearly the mark of a
psychopath or a sociopath. It's deeply antisocial and not appropriate in the modern world. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lesley Schultz 874 York St. Oakland,
CA 94610
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<Philipp.dines@uhhospitals.org>

From: <Philipp.dines@uhhospitals.org>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 18:56:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is a
savage, barbaric , evil act that only comes to mind by narcissistic individuals who lack empathy.
Shooting animals with high-powered weapons is cowardly and dastardly. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Philipp Dines 10524 Euclid Avenue Cleveland , OH
44106



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Sandyhydemorehead@gmail.com>

From: <Sandyhydemorehead@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 18:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sandra Morehead 366 West 6th Street Peru, IN 46970

<Sandyhydemorehead@gmail.com>

From: <Sandyhydemorehead@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 18:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sandra Morehead 366 West 6th Street Peru, IN 46970
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<Wildernesscabin@comcast.net>

From: <Wildernesscabin@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 18:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. So now we've lost
compassion? This is barbaric (all for $). Shameful It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lanna Melko 8701 henry Dyer, IN 46311
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<2ndcareer@gmail.com>

From: <2ndcareer@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 18:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I do not understand why
restrictions on killing, transport, and sale of African animals and their parts would be lifted. This
must not happen under any circumstances. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Randy Horne 406 Pelican Key Melbourne Beach, FL 32951
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cthmrs@gmail.com>

From: <cthmrs@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 18:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is inhumane, totally
unnecessary, and I therefore oppose the creation of an International Conservation Council to
promote US trophy hunting abroad. Studies have repeated demonstrated that this is not an
effective method of conservation and Cecil's death demonstrated that most Americans find this
pastime abhorrent. Please abandon plans to go forward with this council. #NoMoreCecils. ?? It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Catherine Myers 3533 Winchester Rd
Louisville, KY 40207
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<obrienm@sonoma.edu>

From: <obrienm@sonoma.edu>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 18:31:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. All life matters. I cannot be
behind a governent that would consider cruelty to animals a 'hobby' and lift the ban to trophy
hunting. If big hunters have deep pockets just think if they have enough to buy the next election.
Most Americans are AGAINST trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Cecilia O'Brien 1588 Parkway Dr Rohnert Park, CA 94928
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Leanne Lang <lanilang61@gmail.com>

From: Leanne Lang <lanilang61@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 18:24:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Reverse of Hunting big Game

Dear Sir,

It is with a sad and heavy heart that I read where the so called President has reversed this very
important ban. He has done no research to condone this action and he is putting iconic wild
animals at risk.

- Big game hunting is often unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild

lions remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2

and 3% of the popular is killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable -

particularly in light of other pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts

with ranchers and habitat loss.

 Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but hunters

target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or tusk. Often,

these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their populations. They are the

protectors, leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean that other

individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that another male lion might

move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an individual animal due to

hunting can and often does have a ripple effect. 

 As we saw by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is simply not morally

acceptable to most Americans. Our society sees it as outdated, cruel and needless. Please do not

expand this elitist and brutal pastime but instead acknowledge that most Americans are now

gravitating to more non-consumptive activities such as wildlife watching, bird watching, hiking,

kayaking and the like. 

- For the foregoing reasons, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation

Council.

Please do the right thing and help protect these iconic animals for the brutal slaughter of trophy

hunters. No one in DSC or SCI has to answer to any higher power to keep an eye on what they are

doing. 

Kind regards

Leanne Lang
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<muchadohounds@hotmail.com>

From: <muchadohounds@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 18:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop trophy hunting. It's
wrong and selfish to kill animals for their parts. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ann
Garner 855 Mountainbrooke Drive Stone Mountain, GA 30087
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<Successatspas@gmail.com>

From: <Successatspas@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 17:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals do not need to be
hunted to the point of possible extinction for the purpose of trophy hunting. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Angela Briggs 5801 2 1/2 St Ne Fridley, MN 55432
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<angizzm096@gmail.com>

From: <angizzm096@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 17:41:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is cruel, unnecessary
and unjust. Please let the nonhuman animals live their lives in peace just like we want to do. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Angela Spangler 5415 Brockton Ave
Riverside , CA 92506
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<marie.frantz@outlook.com>

From: <marie.frantz@outlook.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 17:41:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Leah France 20715 Alger St Saint Clair Shores, MI 48080
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<ndscott52@hotmail.com>

From: <ndscott52@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 17:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nan Scott 3565 Chestnut Drive Norco, CA 92860
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<Susieiz1213@gmail.com>

From: <Susieiz1213@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 17:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not allow this
important and timely ban that prevents endangered animals body parts or trophies from being
brought into the United States to be reversed. Please! The conversation theroy is not valid.
Monies from wealthy and self entitled American CEOs and hunting enthusiasts should never be
placed above the value of life, especially of endangered species. The lifting of the ban is a clear
example of the powerful NRA, the wealthy, and the corruption of African governments
benefiting. We will be no better then the poachers. With great fear for the future of these great
animals, Susan Smith It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Smith
12 Bryant's Way Swansea , MA 02777
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<tthbpugh@att.net>

From: <tthbpugh@att.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 17:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please, please do not
allow trophy hunters to bring their horrible trophies of animals they have slaughtered back into
the US. These animals are in danger of extinction, not to mention the cruelty that they go
through just so someone can hang their carcass on their wall. Please protect the earth's
precious animals. SINCERELY, Tonya Pugh It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Tonya Pugh 16 Quail Meadow Ln Sherwood, AR 72120
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<Diffdrmr@msn.com>

From: <Diffdrmr@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 17:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Keep the ban on hunting
endangered elephants, lions, etc. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Merryl
Goldman 1781 Fowler River Road Alexandria, NH 03222

<Diffdrmr@msn.com>

From: <Diffdrmr@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 17:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Merryl Goldman 1781 Fowler River Road Alexandria, NH 03222
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<travis.baker220@gmail.com>

From: <travis.baker220@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 17:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I can't in good conscience
remain silent on the topic of promoting trophy hunting. These animals many of which already
have declining populations have their numbers reduced even further each year by trophy
hunting. Hunting shouldn't be about sport taking the life of a living thing shouldn't be a decision
that's made lightly. These animals cannot speak for themselves and people must stand and
protect them. Once these magnificent animals are gone that will be the end of them there is no
coming back from extinction and trophy hunting goes against the nature's principle of natural
selection. Trophy hunters target the strongest and biggest animals and these are the animals
that play huge roles in their communities. Nature balances itself out and it's not our place to
interfere or to act as if we know better. When we act almighty that is nothing but pure arrogance
and shows humans as having little to know regard for anything but themselves. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Travis Baker 1044 Snowdown E Lakeland, FL 33815
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<calemabi@gmail.com>

From: <calemabi@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 17:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This world is losing too
many endangered animals, too fast. Please stop hunters from going after these precious wild
animals. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Emily Chun 1054 Alewa Dr #A
Honolulu , HI 96817
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<torahlove1971@gmail.com>

From: <torahlove1971@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 17:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Angela Brunelle 134 River Oaks Parkway Timberlake , NC 27583
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Comadrejita@gmail.com>

From: <Comadrejita@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 16:31:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Monica Guevara 5332 briar st Roeland park , KS 66205
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nancy@planetscapeenterprises.com>

From: <nancy@planetscapeenterprises.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 16:31:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Big game hunting is often
unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild lions remain in Africa but
6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2 and 3% of the popular is
killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable - particularly in light of
other pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts with ranchers and
habitat loss. In addition, trophy hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from
instances like with Cecil the lion, where hunters break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting
as a smokescreen for a more in depth poaching operation. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nancy Burk 504 James Place Yankton, SD 57078
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Sandra.richmond@sdhc.k12.fl.us>

From: <Sandra.richmond@sdhc.k12.fl.us>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 16:31:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sandra Richmond 2903 W Paxton Ave Tampa, FL 33611-4013
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Stop elephant and wildlife trophy bill - oppose international wildlife conservation
council

Eileen Ramakrishnan <eramakri999@gmail.com>

From: Eileen Ramakrishnan <eramakri999@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 16:26:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop elephant and wildlife trophy bill - oppose international wildlife
conservation council

Please stop this 

- I oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council. Studies have repeated
shown that trophy hunting does not aid in conservation. Over the last several decades, big
game hunting has been the primary, in many cases only method of conservation, yet
populations of wildlife continue to plummet. 

- Big game hunting is often unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild
lions remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2
and 3% of the popular is killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable -
particularly in light of other pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts
with ranchers and habitat loss.

- Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but hunters
target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or tusk. Often,
these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their populations. They are the
protectors, leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean that other
individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that another male lion might
move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an individual animal due to
hunting can and often does have a ripple effect. 

- Over the last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main
countries yet wildlife numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation,
why have African lions declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support
the assertion that trophy hunting benefits conservation.

- Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most of the money goes to middle
men and does not make its way to local communities. 

- Trophy hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances like with Cecil the
lion, where hunters break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a smokescreen for a
more in depth poaching operation. 

- Trophy hunting fees incentivize managers to inflate numbers to bring in more money, putting
species at risk. 

- As we saw by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is simply not morally



acceptable to most Americans. Our society sees it as outdated, cruel and needless. Please do
not expand this elitist and brutal pastime but instead acknowledge that most Americans are now
gravitating to more non-consumptive activities such as wildlife watching, bird watching, hiking,
kayaking and the like. 

- For the foregoing reasons, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation
Council.

Sent from my iPad



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Fondoffelines@gmail.com>

From: <Fondoffelines@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 16:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, V Trimarco 4036 204th Street Bayside , NY 11361
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opposition / International Wildlife Conservation Council

Vanessa Whitewolf Hurn <vanessa.whitewolf@gmail.com>

From: Vanessa Whitewolf Hurn <vanessa.whitewolf@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 16:24:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: opposition / International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hi --

I'm writing to state that I completely oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation
Council. Big game hunting is often unsustainable, and trophy hunting works the opposite of
natural selection. It's barbaric, inhumane, and leads directly to poaching. Please do not expand
this brutal pastime.

Thank you,
Vanessa



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<siskindtheresa1957@gmail.com>

From: <siskindtheresa1957@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 16:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I had hoped I would be
dead before mass species extinction occurred. This is killing me, It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, theresa siskind 475 39th avenue north st petersburg, FL 33703
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Killing is Not conservation

Jan Rice <janssigns@gmail.com>

From: Jan Rice <janssigns@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 16:08:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Killing is Not conservation

 Yes, I have copied/pasted this Because it states my feelings and beliefs perfectly .   Stop the

Slaughter for"Sport" !!!  It is simply unconscionable !!!!

I absolutely oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council. Studies have

repeated shown that trophy hunting does not aid in conservation. Over the last several

decades, big game hunting has been the primary, in many cases only method of conservation,

yet populations of wildlife continue to plummet. 

- Big game hunting is often unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild

lions remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2

and 3% of the popular is killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable -

particularly in light of other pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts

with ranchers and habitat loss.

- Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but

hunters target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or

tusk. Often, these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their

populations. They are the protectors, leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk.

It might mean that other individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or

that another male lion might move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death

of an individual animal due to hunting can and often does have a ripple effect. 

- Over the last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main

countries yet wildlife numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation,

why have African lions declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support

the assertion that trophy hunting benefits conservation.

- Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most of the money goes to middle

men and does not make its way to local communities. 

- Trophy hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances like with Cecil the

lion, where hunters break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a smokescreen for a

more in depth poaching operation. 

- Trophy hunting fees incentivize managers to inflate numbers to bring in more money,

putting species at risk. 



*Trophy hunting is simply not morally acceptable to most Americans. Our society sees it as

outdated, cruel and needless. Please do not expand this elitist and brutal pastime but instead

acknowledge that most Americans are now gravitating to more non-consumptive activities

such as wildlife watching, bird watching, hiking, kayaking and the like. 

- For the foregoing reasons, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation

Council.

  

 Jan Rice

-- 
(WHEN FORWARDING~ PLEASE DELETE FORWARDED ADDRESSES(in the new/forward email) AND USE BCC SLOT TO
FORWARD TO MULTIPLE ADDRESSES , IT WILL HELP FOIL SPAM.  THANKS YA !  )

http://www.etsy.com/shop/heartworks
https://www.facebook.com/pages/Jans-Signs-HEARTWORKS/104290939602777

http://www.etsy.com/shop/heartworks
https://www.facebook.com/pages/Jans-Signs-HEARTWORKS/104290939602777
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kkcfortney4@msn.com>

From: <kkcfortney4@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 16:06:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not allow
wealthy Americans or any others to endanger the elephants and their families. This will not
benefit anybody except the wealthy that can afford it it will harm the world for future generations
to come. As well as the elephant families and colonies thank you for doing what you can to
reverse this. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kim Fortney
9605 163rd Street Ct E Puyallup, WA 98375-6214
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pms221969@gmail.com>

From: <pms221969@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 16:01:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please Don't Let These
Beautiful & Majestic Creature's Pay With Their Lives Just So Someone Can Have A Trophy To
Brag About! Don't Let This Happen Or These Smart & Beautiful Animal's Will Become Extinct!
????? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Pamela Millsaps 460, Beacon Way
Rockford, TN 37853
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<atomicdebbie@hotmail.com>

From: <atomicdebbie@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 15:56:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is a disgusting p, cruel
and unnecessary practice that serves no purpose whatsoever. Please stop this cruelty. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Debbie Doyle 11 Interlaken Road Lakeville , CT 06039
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Motherwiseinc@gmail.com>

From: <Motherwiseinc@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 15:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is perhaps one of the
few things President Obama did that I liked, please don't undo the ban...The ivory looks much
better on the animal than on a table or wall :( Thanks! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Theresa Kennedy Jacksonville, FL 32205



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Labrpal@charter.net>

From: <Labrpal@charter.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 15:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I can't believe that our
Republican President doesn't see trophy hunting as cruel. It's about as cruel as it gets and with
today's high power rifles the cards are stacked against these beautiful animals. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Bridget Palecek 1665 Clairville Road Oshkosh, WI
54904-9006
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Alice Witt <awitt856@comcast.net>

From: Alice Witt <awitt856@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 15:45:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: I oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Counci

- I oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council. Studies have repeated
shown that trophy hunting does not aid in conservation. Over the last several decades, big
game hunting has been the primary, in many cases only method of conservation, yet
populations of wildlife continue to plummet. 

- Big game hunting is often unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild
lions remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2
and 3% of the popular is killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable -
particularly in light of other pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts
with ranchers and habitat loss.

- Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but hunters
target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or tusk. Often,
these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their populations. They are the
protectors, leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean that other
individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that another male lion might
move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an individual animal due to
hunting can and often does have a ripple effect. 

- Over the last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main
countries yet wildlife numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation,
why have African lions declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support
the assertion that trophy hunting benefits conservation.

- Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most of the money goes to middle
men and does not make its way to local communities. 

- Trophy hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances like with Cecil the
lion, where hunters break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a smokescreen for a
more in depth poaching operation. 



- Trophy hunting fees incentivize managers to inflate numbers to bring in more money, putting
species at risk. 

- As we saw by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is simply not morally
acceptable to most Americans. Our society sees it as outdated, cruel and needless. Please do
not expand this elitist and brutal pastime but instead acknowledge that most Americans are now
gravitating to more non-consumptive activities such as wildlife watching, bird watching, hiking,
kayaking and the like. 

- For the foregoing reasons, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation
Council.
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lihdos@comcast.net>

From: <Lihdos@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 15:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Do not allow trophy
hunting species to be allowed in the US again. Barbaric, stupid, gross, lame and don't even try
and say hunting creates conservation. Your full of it. You allow this we lose the elephants in a
manner of decades. Do not allow this rule that was put in place to be overturned. It is so wrong
and ass backwards. Do something good for once and leave the elephants and other magnificent
animals that don't need to be on American walls ALONE!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisabeth Miller 9022 n. St. Johns ave Portland, OR 97303
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<shelleyan1@hotmail.com>

From: <shelleyan1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 15:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The vast majority of
Americans have never been able to afford international trophy hunting trips. Creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council permitting trophy hunting would be just another
example of this administration favoring the desires of the rich few over the many. It is out of step
with true conservation, which preserves populations for the benefit of all. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ariana Shelley 2837 W 28th St, APT 56 Greeley, CO
80634
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Michael.rosado1@gmail.com>

From: <Michael.rosado1@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 15:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting can be
linked to poaching. This can range from instances like with Cecil the lion, where hunters break
the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a smokescreen for a more in depth poaching
operation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Michael
Rosado 1064 University Place Schenectady , NY 12308
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Prokush@gmail.com>

From: <Prokush@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 15:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sergey Prokushkin 73 Jim elder dr, Campbell , CA Campbell, CA 95008-1835
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Pam Wagner <pklw@me.com>

From: Pam Wagner <pklw@me.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 15:08:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Stop Trophy Hunting

Stop Trophy Hunting - I oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Studies have repeated shown that trophy hunting does not aid in conservation. Over the last
several decades, big game hunting has been the primary, in many cases only method of
conservation, yet populations of wildlife continue to plummet.   - Big game hunting is often
unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild lions remain in Africa but
6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2 and 3% of the popular is
killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable - particularly in light of
other pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts with ranchers and
habitat loss.  - Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the
weakest but hunters target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest
mane or tusk. Often, these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their
populations. They are the protectors, leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk. It
might mean that other individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that
another male lion might move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an
individual animal due to hunting can and often does have a ripple effect.   - Over the last 100
years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main countries yet wildlife
numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation, why have African lions
declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support the assertion that trophy
hunting benefits conservation.  - Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most
of the money goes to middle men and does not make its way to local communities.   - Trophy
hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances like with Cecil the lion, where
hunters break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a smokescreen for a more in depth
poaching operation.   - Trophy hunting fees incentivize managers to inflate numbers to bring in
more money, putting species at risk.   - As we saw by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion,
trophy hunting is simply not morally acceptable to most Americans. Our society sees it as
outdated, cruel and needless. Please do not expand this elitist and brutal pastime but instead
acknowledge that most Americans are now gravitating to more non-consumptive activities such
as wildlife watching, bird watching, hiking, kayaking and the like.   - For the foregoing reasons, I
oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation Council.

I agree 1000% with every word above!!
Please stop Trophy Hunting !!!!!  

Thank you,
Pam Wagner
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Mbsphn@gmail.com>

From: <Mbsphn@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 15:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. "Sports" have rules for
fairness of both opponents. To make hunting a "sport" the animals need to be allowed a fair
chance therefore if people want to hunt animals they should not be allowed to do so with guns!
Period! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Madalyn Brasher Santa Rosa, CA
95404
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merris klingler <mer2267@hotmail.com>

From: merris klingler <mer2267@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 15:01:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sir,

 I oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council. Studies have

repeated shown that trophy hunting does not aid in conservation. Over the last

several decades, big game hunting has been the primary, in many cases only

method of conservation, yet populations of wildlife continue to plummet. 

Big game hunting is often unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and

35,000 wild lions remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy

hunters. That means between 2 and 3% of the popular is killed each year solely

by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable - particularly in light of other

pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts with ranchers

and habitat loss.

Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the

weakest but hunters target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion

with the biggest mane or tusk. Often, these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest

- play critical roles in their populations. They are the protectors, leaders and

their removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean that other individuals

start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that another male lion

might move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an

individual animal due to hunting can and often does have a ripple effect. 

Over the last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method

employed in main countries yet wildlife numbers keep declining. If trophy

hunting was so great for conservation, why have African lions declined by 95%

since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support the assertion that trophy



hunting benefits conservation.

Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most of the money

goes to middle men and does not make its way to local communities. 

Trophy hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances like

with Cecil the lion, where hunters break the law, to poachers using trophy

hunting as a smokescreen for a more in depth poaching operation. 

Trophy hunting fees incentivize managers to inflate numbers to bring in more

money, putting species at risk. 

As we saw by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is simply not

morally acceptable to most Americans. Our society sees it as outdated, cruel and

needless. Please do not expand this elitist and brutal pastime but instead

acknowledge that most Americans are now gravitating to more non-

consumptive activities such as wildlife watching, bird watching, hiking,

kayaking and the like. 

For the foregoing reasons, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife

Conservation Council.

 
Merris Klingler

Seattle, Washington
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bc@schackerrealty.com>

From: <bc@schackerrealty.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 14:51:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It serves no purpose to kill
these beautiful animals. It only serves the hunter's ego. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Chichester 4 Capitol Place South Huntington, NY 11746



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<levined271@gmail.com>

From: <levined271@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 14:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It's wrong to hunt
endangered animals. It's an unfair sport that only ends up hurting the animals and the
environment. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Danielle Levine
108 Bethany Dr McMurray, PA 15317
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<yasb_89@hotmail.com>

From: <yasb_89@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 14:31:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Yasmine Badawi 12537 Crown Point Cir Clermont, FL 34711-6726
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<christiancphoenix@gmail.com>

From: <christiancphoenix@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 14:26:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, christian courte 4856 Primrose Lane Bellingham Whatcom County, WA 98226
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Gail Battaglia <gailbattaglia2@gmail.com>

From: Gail Battaglia <gailbattaglia2@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 14:11:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell,

I am writing to OPPOSE the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council. 

Big game hunting is unsustainable. Studies have repeatedly shown that trophy hunting does not
aid in conservation. Over the last several decades, big game hunting has been the primary, in
many cases, the only method of conservation, yet populations of wildlife continue to plummet. 

Between 20,000 and 35,000 wild lions remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy
hunters. That means between 2 and 3% of the population is killed each year by trophy hunters.
Again, that is not sustainable giving that there are many other pressures on wildlife such as
poachers, deaths from conflicts with ranchers and habitat loss. Trophy hunting works the
opposite of natural selection which leave the species gene pool weakened. 

Money should not give the privileged-elite the right to eliminate a species because it makes
them feel important or powerful. You don't get to buy that! The public outrage over the death of
Cecil the Lion showed that the majority of Americans feel that trophy hunting is morally wrong. 

For the above reasons and many more, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife
Conservation Council.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Sincerely,
Gail Battaglia
3996 Little Applegate Rd.
Jacksonville, OR 97530
541-899-7922
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<Brandon_moore@gmx.com>

From: <Brandon_moore@gmx.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 14:01:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brandon Moore 2694 Custer orangeville Burghill, OH 44404-9714
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Nancy Yarosis <snowstorm65@yahoo.com>

From: Nancy Yarosis <snowstorm65@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 13:52:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy hunting

- I oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council. Studies have repeated

shown that trophy hunting does not aid in conservation. Over the last several decades, big

game hunting has been the primary, in many cases only method of conservation, yet

populations of wildlife continue to plummet. 

- Big game hunting is often unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild

lions remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2

and 3% of the popular is killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable -

particularly in light of other pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts

with ranchers and habitat loss.

- Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but

hunters target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or

tusk. Often, these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their populations.

They are the protectors, leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean

that other individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that another

male lion might move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an

individual animal due to hunting can and often does have a ripple effect. 

- Over the last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main

countries yet wildlife numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation,

why have African lions declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support

the assertion that trophy hunting benefits conservation.

- Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most of the money goes to middle

men and does not make its way to local communities. 

- Trophy hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances like with Cecil the

lion, where hunters break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a smokescreen for a

more in depth poaching operation. 

- Trophy hunting fees incentivize managers to inflate numbers to bring in more money, putting

species at risk. 

- As we saw by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is simply not morally

acceptable to most Americans. Our society sees it as outdated, cruel and needless. Please do not

expand this elitist and brutal pastime but instead acknowledge that most Americans are now

gravitating to more non-consumptive activities such as wildlife watching, bird watching,



hiking, kayaking and the like. 

- For the foregoing reasons, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation

Council.

                                      Thank you, Nancy Yarosis 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<skillman3677@bellsouth.net>

From: <skillman3677@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 13:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop the Killing! It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sandra Skillman 2204 Tate Rd Cantonment, FL 32533



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jillie.simon@endorphinrecords.com>

From: <jillie.simon@endorphinrecords.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 13:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is so
wrong, despicable and horrific - it should be made illegal - they murder endangered animals!!
DO NOT ALLOW the spoils of this horrific and immoral practise to be brought into the U.S. and
on no accounts should the U.S. encourage trophy hunting - make it illegal1 Theses are rare and
often endangered species! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jill Simon 12 E.
14th St., 10K NYC, NY 10003
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<Jeff.fromberg@gmail.com>

From: <Jeff.fromberg@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 13:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jeff Fromberg 233 s Barrington ave Los Angeles, CA 90049-3352
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<Wickedlovelyconundrum@hotmail.com>

From: <Wickedlovelyconundrum@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 13:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maly Moore 2308 Nortonia Rd Henrico, VA 23229



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Penrichmond@hotmail.com>

From: <Penrichmond@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 13:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pen Richmond Park Drive Chilmark Salisbury UK, AE
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<suzanne717@icloud.com>

From: <suzanne717@icloud.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 13:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Suzanne Hafer 905 Remington Dr Saginaw , TX 76131
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<stephanie.stillwell@nist.gov>

From: <stephanie.stillwell@nist.gov>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 13:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I oppose the proposed
International Wildlife Conservation Council. Studies have shown again and again that trophy
hunting does not aid in conservation. To say that trophy hunting will help enhance foreign
wildlife conservation and survival is the most ridiculous oxymoronic statement i have ever read.
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Stephanie Stillwell 204 White Ferry Ct
Walkersville, MD 21793
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<ruthhegarty2014@gmail.com>

From: <ruthhegarty2014@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 13:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ruth Hegarty 24 Hollis Street Cambridge, MA 02140
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<crystalconward@gmail.com>

From: <crystalconward@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 12:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We should be protecting
our planet's living beings. Making a sport of wildlife killing isn't going to make the world a better
place for future generations. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Crystal
Conward Germantown, MD 20874
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<Rocketknows@icloud.com>

From: <Rocketknows@icloud.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 12:41:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Smarten up It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, WILLIAM WELCH Us Rt 9 Schroon lake , NY 12870
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<pamela.green@comcast.net>

From: <pamela.green@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 12:28:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: I oppose the creation of an International Conservation Council to
promote US trophy hunting abroad

Dear Mr. Winchell,
 
I oppose the creation of an International Conservation Council to promote US trophy hunting
abroad.  Studies have repeated demonstrated that this is not an effective method of
conservation, over the last several decades, big game hunting has been the primary, in many
cases only method of conservation, yet populations of wildlife continue to plummet.  
 
There is absolutely NO reason to allow this to continue.  Trophy hunting works the opposite of
natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but hunters target the biggest and the strongest.
Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or tusk. Often, these animals - the oldest, wisest,
strongest - play critical roles in their populations. They are the protectors, leaders and their
removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean that other individuals start disobeying rules,
wrecking havoc with livestock, or that another male lion might move in and kill the cubs of the
hunted lion. As a result, the death of an individual animal due to hunting can and often does
have a ripple effect. These animals are sentient creatures who love and care for their family and
tribes just as humans do!  This is an ugly greedy form of animal cruelty that has no place in
society today!
 
Over the last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main
countries yet wildlife numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation,
why have African lions declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support
the assertion that trophy hunting benefits conservation.
 
Pamela Green
(707)364-1182
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Phil Brewster <prbrewster@gmail.com>

From: Phil Brewster <prbrewster@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 12:02:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Trophy Hunting

Attention:
Joshua Winchell

Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but hunters

target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or tusk. Often,

these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their populations. They are

the protectors, leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean that

other individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that another male

lion might move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an individual

animal due to hunting can and often does have a ripple effect. 

- Over the last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main

countries yet wildlife numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation,

why have African lions declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support

the assertion that trophy hunting benefits conservation.

Do not go forward with undoing the valued ruling of the Obama Legacy just for the sake of

inflating the ego of Donald Trump.

Sincerely, 

Phillip R Brewster

232 Epps Bridge Rd

Athens, GA 30606
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<joskill22@gmail.com>

From: <joskill22@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 12:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joanna Skillings 50 W. Tompkins St. Columbus, OH 43202
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<Martenskm1@hotmail.com>

From: <Martenskm1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 11:41:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Lifting this ban will only put
the Elephants closer to extinction & encourage poachers. This is sickening & hearing that this
ban has been reversed is just setting back the future for our planet. How is this acceptable by
the government? Where is your compassion? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Kristen Martens 24 Winifred Drive Totowa, NJ 07512
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<whitehurstcj@gmail.com>

From: <whitehurstcj@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 11:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting does NOT
conserve animals -- just kills them off. No trophy hunting! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Whitehurst 715 N 3rd St Apt 4 Tacoma, WA 98403
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<cariehill@gmail.com>

From: <cariehill@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 11:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carrie Hills XXXX Los Angeles, CA 90046-5948
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<gdanhires@netzero.net>

From: <gdanhires@netzero.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 11:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. With the predicted rate of
extinction for most of the so called "trophy species," why would anyone even consider killing
one of these beautiful creatures? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, George
Danhires 609 Park Ave. Kent, OH 44240
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<Cheriemarceaux47@gmail.com>

From: <Cheriemarceaux47@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 10:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is disgusting!!!!! No
trophy hunting of any kind e er should be allowed!!!!! This should be considered an abuse of
power, a president who changes law and regulations to serve his and his own family's vain and
self serving interests!!!!! Sickening! Stop trophy killing now, here and every where! We want our
congress to stop this now!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cherie
Marceaux 1074 Waterloo Rd Westpoint, TN 38486
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<formulaone73@gmail.com>

From: <formulaone73@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 10:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am strongly against this
move. I will leave it at that and refrain from insulting the intelligence of those who promote
trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nikki Smith
4625 Poinciana St 12 Lauderdale By The Sea , FL 33308
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<wendy4ele@hotmail.com>

From: <wendy4ele@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 10:41:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Distraught. What do
people need bodies/heads of wildlife for? Why is this an issue? Killing is not conversation.
Breeding for sport to kill is not conversation. Trophy hunting is killing for a trophy. Just as the
name states. How can the safari club REALLY have animals best interact at heart. Be real. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, wendy bryan 2029 olympic blvd Santa
Monica, CA 90404-3963
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<brittanyehorton@gmail.com>

From: <brittanyehorton@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 10:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is very important to
me. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brittany Horton 537 E Nelson Ave
Alexandria, VA 22301-1614
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<Kmhaldeman@gmail.com>

From: <Kmhaldeman@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 10:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katie Haldeman 63127 Peale st Bend , OR 97701
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<roxyhall52@gmail.com>

From: <roxyhall52@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 10:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. For that hunt for sport is an
offense to God! These great animals have lived on this Earth for 100s of years. Humans hunted
them for food. Predators hunt for food. Man hunts for sport. That is difference between us.
Anyone that allows trophy hunting is an offense to God. He created this world for us and those
animals you kill for sport is wrong and inhumane. How would you like it if humans were hunted
as such? Also CLIMATE CHANGE IS REAL! Thank you for your time. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, ROXANNE HALL 813 Swede St, 7 NORRISTOWN, PA 19401
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<vecchiar_r@att.net>

From: <vecchiar_r@att.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 10:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The tRump administration
id a merchant of death. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Anthony
Vecchiarelli 34 Franklin Park East Vernon, CT 06066
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<Mikichio.10@gmail.com>

From: <Mikichio.10@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 10:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please abandon this
advisory council, it is nothing more than a scam and allows our precious animal kingdom yo be
even more vulnerable to killers. Our endangered species will not have protection by those on
this council since they care only for money. This is a farce. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Miki Guastamachio 934 Backspin ct Newport news, VA 23602
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rockford8@att.net>

From: <rockford8@att.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 09:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane Walker 14755 Fallen Oak ct Shelby Twp, MI 48315
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mikhael.h808@gmail.com>

From: <mikhael.h808@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 09:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michael Henn 805 Northampton Rd. Kalamazoo, MI 49006
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<4lawyer@verizon.net>

From: <4lawyer@verizon.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 09:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop all trophy hunting and
import. Elephants ans other wild animals are not for kill sport. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Samantha Cowart PO Box 1119 Fallbrook, CA 92088
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Denouncement Of The Proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dave Killingback <djdjk@hotmail.com>

From: Dave Killingback <djdjk@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 16 2017 09:09:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Denouncement Of The Proposed International Wildlife
Conservation Council
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<1969foreverbearhart@gmail.com>

From: <1969foreverbearhart@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 01:21:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michelle Bearhart P. O Box 63 Cumberland , WI 54829
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Sara.jamison@gmail.com>

From: <Sara.jamison@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 15 2017 00:46:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sara Jamison 60 Riverpath Drive apt 24 Framingham , MA 01701
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<thisismyemail.kk@gmail.com>

From: <thisismyemail.kk@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 23:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please please please help
stop this unnecessary cruelty!! It's SO mean! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kim
King 10736 JEFFERSON BLVD., #212 CULVER CITY, CA 90230
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kellyslewis@comcast.net>

From: <Kellyslewis@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 23:31:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kelly Lewis 7575 SW Damirs ct Portland , OR 97223
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<formandi@care2.com>

From: <formandi@care2.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 23:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, mandi T XXXX Los Altos, CA 94022
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Teddiconverse@earthlink.net>

From: <Teddiconverse@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 22:21:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Teddi Converse PO Box 3133 Incline Village, NV 89450
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<denijo2@hotmail.com>

From: <denijo2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 21:51:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Denise Keeton 657 Hood Ave Metolius, OR 97741-2423
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<highsierramtdogs@att.net>

From: <highsierramtdogs@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 21:46:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karen Schuller 1772 Pioneer Trail So.Lake Tahoe, Ca. S.Lake Tahoe, CA 96150
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<farrare1@verizon.net>

From: <farrare1@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 21:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, denise farrare 508 KENORA DRIVE Millersville, MD 21108-1316
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<carole.mathews1@gmail.com>

From: <carole.mathews1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 20:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carole Mathews 4581 Village Drive Atlanta, GA 30338-5741
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<zappa2004@earthlink.net>

From: <zappa2004@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 20:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathryn Melton 3209 Brookmeade Ct Deer Park, TX 77536
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<shermanjack120@gmail.com>

From: <shermanjack120@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 20:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Do not promote this
disgusting behavior. Trophy hunting is not good conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jack Sherman 37 Morey Rd Boston, MA 02132
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<geneophotos@hotmail.com>

From: <geneophotos@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 19:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is something
WRONG with people that KILL for SPORT STOP this ABUSE NOW! It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, f h , WA
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kimgroom@hotmail.com>

From: <kimgroom@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 19:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing for just the sport of it
should be a CRIME! we want NO Part of this Sick Selfish Cruel Sport It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, j h , WA
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<emb661@verizon.net>

From: <emb661@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 18:41:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judith Embry 51 Blackstone Road Florida, MA 01247
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Daisy151683@gmail.com>

From: <Daisy151683@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 18:36:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Daisy Carrillo 1028 green pointe lane Beaufort , SC 29906
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<wgm8218@bellsouth.net>

From: <wgm8218@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 18:36:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. trophy hunting should be
outlawed..it is against our moral values as human beings and serves no purpose other than a
material show for a coward. We have few enough animals left as it is to sacrifice their lives to
decorate a wall!!!!! Stop the inhumanity!. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Martha Wilson 8218 white chapel ct Brentwood, TN 37027-6721
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<kyleghaines@gmail.com>

From: <kyleghaines@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 18:36:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kyle Haines 2685 Swyers Drive Hood River, OR 97031-9424
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<shutchinson5451@gmail.com>

From: <shutchinson5451@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 18:31:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please outlaw trophy
hunting. Why would anyone want to kill beautiful animals just for the hell of it? Depravity... It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Hutchinson 1420 S Henderson
Street Fort Worth, TX 76104
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<lee@leekolb.com>

From: <lee@leekolb.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 18:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lee Kolb 2014 Wrenwood Dr SE Huntsville, AL 35803
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<evelinarsoares@hotmail.com>

From: <evelinarsoares@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 18:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Evelina Rosa Soares Rua Euclides da Cunha Curitiba , AA
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<katscauldron@hotmail.com>

From: <katscauldron@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 17:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. this is ridiculous, we kill to
eat or if need due to danger, all life is sacred It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Kathleen Robertson rr1 bx 80 Cement, OK 73017



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<h24awi@xemaps.com>

From: <h24awi@xemaps.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 17:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Most Americans are not in
favor of trophy hunting and are, in fact, repelled by the idea that someone would want to kill an
animal/bird just to show that he or she can. This is not a true sport at least partly because the
animals are at a severe disadvantage and are cut down in their prime of life for no good reason
at all. Please stop this horrible sport. It is not justified other than because a small number of
people think it's "fun." Gambling and drugs are fun to some people, too, but they are not legal
nationwide. Thank you. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jane and
Curtis Hoffman 6747 Lupton Dr Dallas, TX 75225
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<petlover1948@homail.com>

From: <petlover1948@homail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 17:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is immoral
and barbaric...we must evolve and respect G-d's creations! NO to Trophy & hunting! It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, alice jena 11016 84 ave Richmond Hill, NY 11418
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<david.brunetti@pharma.com>

From: <david.brunetti@pharma.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 17:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, David Brunetti 935 Sherman Farm Road Harrisville, RI 02830-1156
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<cyber_wench@hotmail.com>

From: <cyber_wench@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 17:21:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Do the right thing for once!
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kim Herrick 10804 County Road 6390
West Plains, MO 65775
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<dlascudder@gmail.com>

From: <dlascudder@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 17:06:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Scudder 12 Shay Drive Kings Park, NY 11754-4525
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Nancy Yarosis <snowstorm65@yahoo.com>

From: Nancy Yarosis <snowstorm65@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 17:00:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy hunting

- I oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council. Studies have repeated

shown that trophy hunting does not aid in conservation. Over the last several decades, big

game hunting has been the primary, in many cases only method of conservation, yet

populations of wildlife continue to plummet. 

- Big game hunting is often unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild

lions remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2

and 3% of the popular is killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable -

particularly in light of other pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts

with ranchers and habitat loss.

- Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but

hunters target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or

tusk. Often, these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their populations.

They are the protectors, leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean

that other individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that another

male lion might move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an

individual animal due to hunting can and often does have a ripple effect. 

- Over the last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main

countries yet wildlife numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation,

why have African lions declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support

the assertion that trophy hunting benefits conservation.

- Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most of the money goes to middle

men and does not make its way to local communities. 

- Trophy hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances like with Cecil the

lion, where hunters break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a smokescreen for a

more in depth poaching operation. 

- Trophy hunting fees incentivize managers to inflate numbers to bring in more money, putting

species at risk. 

- As we saw by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is simply not morally

acceptable to most Americans. Our society sees it as outdated, cruel and needless. Please do not

expand this elitist and brutal pastime but instead acknowledge that most Americans are now

gravitating to more non-consumptive activities such as wildlife watching, bird watching,



hiking, kayaking and the like. Killing for fun is sickening and reprehensible, almost as if killing

for fun means you are missing a soul. 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android
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<kellshan@hotmail.com>

From: <kellshan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 16:46:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I work with many people
and organizations globally. Poaching and trophy hunting are greatly impacting the wildlife
populations. Animal numbers are plummeting and instead of promoting trophy hunting we
should be doing true research on the impact of hunting and poaching on populations and
actually put animal management guidelines in place, as apposed to pandering to wealthy
hunters! If this is approved it is clear that this administration is working off of corruption and poor
science, as no true scientist would ever approve such an irresponsible plan! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Shana Kelly 123 NE 57th St Seattle , WA 98105
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<cameo1382@gmail.com>

From: <cameo1382@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 16:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Leslie Hixson 1400 CR 387 Bartlett , TX 76511
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<brown.heather99@gmail.com>

From: <brown.heather99@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 16:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, heather brown 1416 10th ave nw great falls, MT 59404
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<Moonbear2529@att.net>

From: <Moonbear2529@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 15:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The idea of trophy hunting
in order to save animals is utterly ridiculous. Hunters will go after the biggest strongest animals
and that will alter the gene pool. None or very little of the money made during this hunt will go to
the community. Animals are inherently valuable - alive. Stop making attacks on the creatures
besides us that inhabit this earth, Mr. Zinke. This is a total waste. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janet Lipner 2335 W Belle Plaine, #108 Chicago, IL 60618
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<claudia-correia@live.com.pt>

From: <claudia-correia@live.com.pt>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 15:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, claudia correia port 307 Baltimore, MD 21250-0001
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<bugsey46@gmail.com>

From: <bugsey46@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 15:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, THOMAS KOSLO 216 INDEPENDENCE WAY Mount Bethel, PA 18343-5005
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<Mbarm206@gmail.com>

From: <Mbarm206@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 14:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The expansion of trophy
hunting is an indication of our loathing for open wild spaces and the creatures that inhabit them.
It's a vile sport for the bloodthirsty rich. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Reylene Mufich 6238 Stanley Ave.S Seattle , WA 98108
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Fiona Deane <fee.deane@gmail.com>

From: Fiona Deane <fee.deane@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:52:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: IWCC CREATION

Hi Mr Winchell I am really concerned about the creation of the new International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The US Fish and Wildlife Service should reconsider its formation and its
purpose. Trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall trophy hunting accounts for less than two percent of tourism revenues
in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which
the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of
wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. This
is evident in clubs like Safari Club International, where they have prizes and quotas for killing
the biggest, the most and the best. It’s abhorrent and reprehensible and these big clubs are
chocked with big money to lobby the U.S. government and infiltrate government groups like the
USFWS. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year worsens the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this
advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
Remember the outrage when Cecil the lion was killed… people are not behind big game trophy
hunting, and it is a dying activity, no longer socially acceptable or sustainable. Please do not
prioritize the desires of this small group of wealthy trophy hunters above the wishes of most
wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of true conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Promoting trophy killing, especially African animals, is NOT
conservation. Thanks for your time Regards Fiona Deane
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<limoncello.tao@gmail.com>

From: <limoncello.tao@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:46:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, PAM BONAVENTURA , WA
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<tkasper@newvistasolutions.com>

From: <tkasper@newvistasolutions.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:41:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I oppose the proposed
International Wildlife Conservation Council and the excuse commonly used and many times
refuted that trophy hunting aids conservation. We are seeing levels of extinction and species of
all kinds being wiped out and this is not helping. Big game hunting is often unsustainable. For
instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild lions remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each
year by trophy hunters. That means between 2 and 3% of the popular is killed each year solely
by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable - particularly in light of other pressures on
population including poaching, deaths from conflicts with ranchers and habitat loss. Also, it is
common sense and scientifically proven that trophy hunting works the opposite of natural
selection. Nature targets the weakest but hunters target the biggest and the strongest. As we
saw by the visceral reaction to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is simply not morally acceptable to
most Americans. Our society sees it as outdated, cruel and needless. Please do not expand this
elitist and brutal pastime but instead acknowledge that most Americans are now gravitating to
more non-consumptive activities such as wildlife watching, bird watching, hiking, kayaking and
the like. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tanya Kasper 971 Taylor Ranch
Road Wimberley, TX 78676
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<mauramccarthy@icloud.com>

From: <mauramccarthy@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned
about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US
Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this
council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to
foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. Sincerely, Maura McCarthy It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maura McCarthy 85-5 Mountain Top Road Bernardsville, NJ 07924
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Tanya Kasper <tkasper@newvistasolutions.com>

From: Tanya Kasper <tkasper@newvistasolutions.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:34:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Oppose Trophy Hunting
Attachments: image001.png image002.jpg image003.jpg

Hello,
 
I oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council and the excuse commonly used and
many times refuted that trophy hunting aids conservation. We are seeing levels of extinction and species
of all kinds being wiped out and this is not helping.
 
Big game hunting is often unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild lions
remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2 and 3% of the
popular is killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable - particularly in light of
other pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts with ranchers and habitat loss.
 
Also, it is common sense and scientifically proven that trophy hunting works the opposite of natural
selection. Nature targets the weakest but hunters target the biggest and the strongest.
 
As we saw by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is simply not morally acceptable to
most Americans. Our society sees it as outdated, cruel and needless. Please do not expand this elitist
and brutal pastime but instead acknowledge that most Americans are now gravitating to more non-
consumptive activities such as wildlife watching, bird watching, hiking, kayaking and the like.
 
Sincerely,
 

Description:
cid:image001.jpg@0

Tanya Kasper
SVP Operations
Direct:  512-430-4613   Cell:  713-582-0683
Main:  866-721-9295  Ext. 233  Fax:  407-210-8073
tkasper@newvistasolutions.com
 
14101 Highway 290 West, Building 400A  Austin, TX  78737
 
 

mailto:tkasper@newvistasolutions.com
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<khaverka@courts.state.ny.us>

From: <khaverka@courts.state.ny.us>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:31:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, kathy haverkamp 722 billsboro road Geneva, NY 14456-9713
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jagerkat@hotmail.com>

From: <Jagerkat@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:31:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathleen McLaughlin 2073 Waverly Lane Algonquin , IL 60102
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Trophy hunting hurts

Fiona Deane <fee.deane@gmail.com>

From: Fiona Deane <fee.deane@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:28:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy hunting hurts

> > Hi Mr Winchell > > I am really concerned about the creation of the new International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The US Fish and Wildlife Service should reconsider its formation and its
purpose. > Trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. An
animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall trophy hunting accounts for less than two percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. > Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative
tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. > Trophy hunting hurts
the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest
animals as ideal trophies. This is evident in clubs like Safari Club International, where they have
prizes and quotas for killing the biggest, the most and the best. It’s abhorrent and reprehensible
and these big clubs are chocked with big money to lobby the U.S. government and infiltrate
government groups like the USFWS. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year worsens the problem. > No one is
fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. Remember the outrage when Cecil the lion was killed… people are not
behind big game trophy hunting, and it is a dying activity, no longer socially acceptable or
sustainable. > > Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of wealthy trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of true conservation
and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. > > I urge the USFWS to dismantle its
plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Promoting trophy killing, especially
African animals, is NOT conservation. > > Thanks for your time > > Regards > Fiona Deane > >
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[Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Louis Tommo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Louis Tommo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:21:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Louis Tommo Boytsovaya st. Washington, DC 20005

"Admin, DOI SPAM" <doi-spam-admin@doi.gov>

From: "Admin, DOI SPAM" <doi-spam-admin@doi.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:22:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Subject: Fwd: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International
Wildlife Conservation Council

---------- Forwarded message ----------

mailto:mailagent@thesoftedge.com


From: Louis Tommo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Date: Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 1:21 PM
Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council
To: joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation
Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose.
The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US
citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an
effective nor an ethical method of conservation.

It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed.

Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem.

No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods.

Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of
most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council.

Sincerely,

Louis Tommo
Boytsovaya st.
Washington, DC 20005

mailto:mailagent@thesoftedge.com
mailto:joshua_winchell@fws.gov
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kerry Heck <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kerry Heck <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kerry Heck

Tara Spellman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tara Spellman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:36:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tara Spellman

Kimberly Hurschik <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kimberly Hurschik <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kimberly Hurschik

Peggy Harper <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Peggy Harper <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Peggy Harper

Cyndi Wood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cyndi Wood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. ALL LIFE MATTERS!!!
Stop killing life for greed& excitement. What's next, 'The Running Man'? It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually



intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cyndi Wood

Cynthia Simpson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cynthia Simpson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cynthia Simpson

Marilyn Flynn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marilyn Flynn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:11:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marilyn Flynn

Barbara Franchs <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbara Franchs <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Too many species of
animals are being eradicated,. It's time to make a change. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Franchs

Janice Thompson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Janice Thompson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:21:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not
acceptable. If you kill it you must use everything, every single part of it. Otherwise, it is a waste.
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Janice Thompson

brad bergeron <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: brad bergeron <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.



No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, brad bergeron

Barbara Delgado <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbara Delgado <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Not only is trophy hunting
a bad conservation policy - they kill the strongest animal they can find! - but it is incredibly cruel.
Is that what we want our country to stand for? The belief that an animal has no worth other than
to hunt it down, cut off it's head or skin it and use it as decoration? I certainly hope not. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barbara Delgado

Kathy Aprile <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kathy Aprile <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathy Aprile

Kathy Aprile <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kathy Aprile <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:41:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathy Aprile



mattie goodwin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: mattie goodwin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, mattie goodwin

Jean Molnar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jean Molnar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Our wildlife is necessary to
balance our ecosystems and we are out of control with trophy hunting and imbalances already
and we don't need anymore dead animals hanging on someones wall. So many endangered
species are already being poached by trophy hunters with too much money on their hands.
Send trophy hunters out with their cameras to 'catch' some wildlife. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,



trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jean Molnar

DENIS SEXTON <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: DENIS SEXTON <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, DENIS SEXTON

Cheryl Mitchell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cheryl Mitchell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 09:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am an attorney in
Washington State and I am a former chairperson of the Washington State Bar Association's
Animal Law Section. My comments are my own and do not represent the views of either the Bar
Association or the Animal Law Section. I have come to the conclusion, from thirty years of
interactions with fish and wildlife agencies, that they view their mission to be to help hunters and
fishermen to have enough animals to kill. Fish and wildlife agencies use taxpayer funds to assist
companies that manufacture guns, ammunition, so-called sporting goods, and other equipment.
Now that "Corporations are people too" and since the Supreme Court's decision in Citizens
United, it appears that the government is working for the benefit of big business and NOT for the
benefit of the public or for the protection of the environment. I am writing because the
government now is engaging in efforts to encourage trophy hunting for the benefit of big
corporations and those who like to kill animals. The government has absolutely NO business
spending taxpayer funds to encourage the killing of animals and supporting gun manufacturers,
sporting goods manufacturers and other big businesses that will benefit from this proposal. I
thought that President Trump was going to "drain the swamp" but this only adds to the swamp. I
suggest that we consider renaming the county "The United Businesses of the World". Our
national slogan could be, "For Sale to the Highest Bidders". It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cheryl Mitchell 24 W. Augusta Ave. Spokane, WA 99205-4813

Carolyn Adams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Carolyn Adams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 09:41:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carolyn Adams 1545 Rachels Ridge Kennesaw, GA 30152

Michael Eddy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Michael Eddy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 09:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is barbaric
and unjustiable. It is a deep rooted serial killing mentality that condones and or participates in
such barbarity. Ryan Zinke is clueless on this evil and greed based hunting. It needs to be
stopped and immediately. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Michael Eddy
2904 Maple Ave. Burlington, NC 27215



Janet Heinle <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Janet Heinle <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janet Heinle 1047 Lincoln Blvd #7 Santa Monica, CA 90403

Jack Hurley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jack Hurley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jack Hurley 24 Severance Street Claremont, NH 03743

Sheryl Skoglund <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sheryl Skoglund <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please abandon plan to
establish council to effect the Animal Life on the Planet. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servcice is a
service for Fish and Wildlife not for trophy hunting or extinction of an animal. Conservation is
conserving the Animals and the Animal Kingdom. The Wildlife Groups must be incharge of the
Animal Kingdoms preservation and conserving or conservation of the preservation of the
Animals The Celestial Animals need a place on the Planet as well as the Human population
without hunting them. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sheryl
Skoglund 33756 Hastings St. Ne. Cambridge, MN 55008

Tracy McPherson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tracy McPherson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tracy McPherson 44612 Calexico ave Jacumba, CA 91934

Brad Henry <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Brad Henry <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop murdering animals!! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via



nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brad Henry 5109 South Jamaica
Drive Muncie, IN 47302

Kimberly Nieman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kimberly Nieman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:31:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kimberly Nieman 4550 Orchid Circle Minneapolis, MN 55446-2137

Sherry Bailey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sherry Bailey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:41:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than



dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sherry Bailey 11759 Old Lexington Pike Walton, KY 41094

mattie goodwin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: mattie goodwin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 11:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. please do not support
trophy hunting! it's cruel and sick! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, mattie goodwin
216 carrollton ave., Shreveport, LA 71105-3312

Joan Thomas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Joan Thomas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 11:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joan Thomas 9911 Shining Willow Dr. Louisville, KY 40241-3154

Christina Crosby <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Christina Crosby <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 11:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christina Crosby 2240 Seminole Melbourne, FL 32904-4888

"J.J. OLLAR" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: "J.J. OLLAR" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 11:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing does not, and never
will, help Conservation, of any species---- It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, J.J.
OLLAR 7105 E.Seattle Dr. Tucson, AZ 85730-3333

Rosemary Bernier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Rosemary Bernier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 11:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please, I beg you to put a



stop to trophy hunting now! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rosemary
Bernier 13 Lafayette Ln Norfolk, MA 02056-1659

MARK OFFERMAN <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: MARK OFFERMAN <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, MARK OFFERMAN 15 Park Row, 19E New York, NY 10038-2307

Lori Consaga <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Lori Consaga <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lori Consaga 65 Deans Corner Road Brewster , NY 10509

Pamela Unger <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Pamela Unger <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote



conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pamela Unger 5559 North Meadows Blvd Columbus, OH 43229-4180

Erik Fredrickson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Erik Fredrickson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Erik Fredrickson 205 Dartmouth Dr. ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87106

Nancy Erstad <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nancy Erstad <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nancy Erstad 17010 st hwy 305 Poulsbo , WA 98370

Alma Cosgrove <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alma Cosgrove <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Sirs: any effort, overt or
covert, that seeks to establish either agencies or legislation that suppor(t)s trophy hunting at the
very possible expense of endangered species, would be disgraceful and too obviously "political"
in its motivation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Alma Cosgrove
108 Devonshire Lane; Greenville, SC Greenville, SC 29617-2014



jane edsall <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: jane edsall <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, jane edsall box 144 mt sinai, NY 11766

Jim Loveland <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jim Loveland <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jim Loveland 1410 Freemont St. S. Gulfport, FL 33707-3327

Jill Kyriakopulos <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jill Kyriakopulos <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. RE: In Opposition to the
International Wildlife Conservation Council Dear Mr. Winchell: I am very upset about the
formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and
Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The name is misleading as it does not
aim to conserve our nation's wildlife but encourages the murder of our animals. The stated goal
of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling
to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. There is no benefit in trophy hunting and our government should
not tell their citizens that this program conserves our wildlife. It is just the opposite. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic and sometimes
threatened species is worth more alive than dead. Americans would enjoy viewing wildlife in its
natural habitat and does not generally approve of trophy hunting. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. this is also true in our country. So many Americans
visit our National Parks with the hope of viewing majestic wildlife. Trophy hunting hurts the
structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters, spending large amounts of money,
target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the
matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and
can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted
due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates
the problem. No one should be fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended
to promote conservation. This is just not true. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands
of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most
Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal
methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of influential trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans - much larger in population, and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable non consumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to please dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jill Kyriakopulos It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at



Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jill
Kyriakopulos 150 Palo Verde Circle Sedona, AZ 86351

Constance Collier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Constance Collier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:16:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop allowing this
massacre of our wildlife. They do not belong to you. Life is worth more than any amount of
money. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Constance Collier 2984 Drew St.
Clearwater, FL 33759

"Helga S." <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: "Helga S." <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:46:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting is killing. Who
civilized needs "trophy" ?!? It is only a low-leveled sign of killer instinct, isn't it? I think civilized
people should not kill. The animals deserve better. They are painfeeling creatures and have
rights to live and raise their families, simply by BIRTH right. The earth was not made for humans
only. We should learn to respect and protect other species - not abuse, exploit or kill. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Helga S. 12699 Westbranch Way Victorville, CA
92392

Bobbi Jo Parsley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Bobbi Jo Parsley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:51:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of



the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bobbi Jo Parsley Po box 351 Atwood , IL 61913

Pamela Llewellyn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Pamela Llewellyn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 15:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pamela Llewellyn 1420 Addison St Berkeley , CA 94702

Kate Ruland <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kate Ruland <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 16:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. how can it be a trophy
when it is murder It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kate Ruland
3589 Morse Hill Rd Dorset, WA 05251

Lizzie Sexton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lizzie Sexton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 16:41:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lizzie Sexton 5106 Trafalger Place Madison, WI 53714



Roy Krymis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Roy Krymis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 17:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Roy Krymis 1815 Chittam Drive Euless, TX 76039-4340

Ellen Prior <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ellen Prior <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 18:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. cruelty is NEVER an
option-which trophy hunting IS! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of



these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ellen Prior
26900 171st Pl.SE B*102 Covington, WA 98042-4982

Louise McGannon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Louise McGannon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 19:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Louise McGannon 600 E 54th Mitchell , SD 57301

Kathleen Keske <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kathleen Keske <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 19:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathleen Keske 622A President St. Brooklyn, NY 11215-1141

Gail F Johnson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gail F Johnson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 19:51:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. JUST STOP THE
MURDER!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gail F Johnson
126 Orchard Court Blue Bell, PA 19422-2813



Robin Naylor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Robin Naylor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 19:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting has been
prooven NOT to be conservation in any shape or form.Far more money and enthusiasm is
documented by tourism(millions of us)who enjoy watching these magnificent,mostly endangered
animals living in their natural habitats.Trophy hunting is a rich man's brutal and sickening crime
against nature.Polling indicates the vast majority of people want it ended. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Robin Naylor 521 Old Swift Road Langhorne, PA
19047

Olga Kim <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Olga Kim <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 20:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I strongly encourage you
to abandon this council. Conservation is not killing animals; it is allowing apex predictors to
come back in numbers, and allowing nature to run it course. In a world where we are fighting
extinction for so many animals, this will not help but instead harm our work. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife



conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Olga Kim 21 Cottage Street Great barrington , MA
01230

Joanna Lynn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joanna Lynn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 21:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joanna Lynn 1498 Autumn Ridge Circle Reston, VA 20194

Robin Jarrell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Robin Jarrell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 21:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. US Government, please
do not allow trophy hunting! These animals should be left alone. Let them live their lives!
Heartless, cruel people are the ones involved in this! I ask again, do not allow trophy hunting! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Robin Jarrell 304 village circle
Washington, NC 27889

Lynn Kantor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lynn Kantor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 22:21:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is so stupid! It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely



depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lynn Kantor 1246 Kenilworth Place Clawson , MI
48017

Barbara Hanson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbara Hanson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 00:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am against trophy
hunting. The argument that it promotes conservation is laughable. Recently a rare snow leopard
was killed. It needs to be made illegal to kill animals to inflate the egos of a few wealthy
individuals who have no respect for life. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Barbara Hanson 11452 W Hampden Place Denver, CO 80227

Laura Sheets <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Laura Sheets <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 01:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. People who do this and
allow this, are below scum!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Laura Sheets
21630 ranch rd Waynesville , MO 65583

Mark Lucas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mark Lucas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 05:56:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I



urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mark Lucas 401 Lake Pierson, FL 32180

Judith Keeley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Judith Keeley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 06:21:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Mercy for animals It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Judith Keeley 201 south 19th Camp Hill, PA 17011

Judith Keeley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Judith Keeley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 06:21:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,



trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judith Keeley 201 south 19th Camp Hill, PA 17011

Lavaune Guenther <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lavaune Guenther <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 09:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lavaune Guenther 201 1/2 E Winneconne Ave, 12 Neenah, WI 54956

Jocelyn Cornbleet <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jocelyn Cornbleet <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 11:01:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The proposal to have a
new "International Wildlife Conservation Council" runs completely contradictory to any real
conservation efforts. The goal is actually to increase trophy hunting and stifle any real efforts
being made to protect endangered species. Yet again, this is a concession to the NRA and
other gun organizations. It is appalling how much this administration does not care about the
future of species, ecosystems, and our planet as a whole. The name is disingenuous, and the
council is incredibly shortsighted. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jocelyn Cornbleet 714 W Sheridan Rd, Apt 1W Chicago, IL 60613

Kristina Snyder <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kristina Snyder <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 11:06:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting as
conservation has been debunked as a myth. The majority of the public understands this and
opening up allowances for more imports of hunting trophies will enrage the public further. It is a
"rich man's game" and by their own words they do this for their ego and accolades from their
peers, not for any love of animals. Try to aim to be a compassionate government and not just
catering to the rich trophy killers. Animals need protection not exploitation and bullets. Do the
right thing and abandon this notion of a council that will encourage trophy hunting. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth



more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kristina Snyder 181 Harantis Lake Rd Chester, NH
03036

Laurie Storm <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Laurie Storm <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 11:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I oppose the creation of an
International Conservation Council to promote US trophy hunting abroad. Studies have
repeated demonstrated that this is not an effective method of conservation and Cecil's death
demonstrated that most Americans find this pastime abhorrent. Please abandon plans to go
forward with this council. #NoMoreCecils. ?? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Laurie Storm 80 Howell St., #2 Buffalo, NY 14207-2804



Gary Austin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gary Austin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 11:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Get rid of Zinke. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gary Austin 4514 Cooper Dr Evansville , IN 47715

Suzie Achin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Suzie Achin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 11:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Suzie Achin , CA

Janine Pangelina <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Janine Pangelina <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 12:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janine Pangelina 5318 Zara Ave Richmond, CA 94805

Alisa Adobajor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alisa Adobajor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 12:56:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alisa Adobajor Boytsovaya st. Moscow, DC 20005

Jose Avetikyan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jose Avetikyan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:11:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jose Avetikyan Lenin st. Washington, DC 20005



"Admin, DOI SPAM" <doi-spam-admin@doi.gov>

From: "Admin, DOI SPAM" <doi-spam-admin@doi.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:18:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Subject: Fwd: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International
Wildlife Conservation Council

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Jose Avetikyan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Date: Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 1:11 PM
Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council
To: joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation
Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose.
The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US
citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an
effective nor an ethical method of conservation.

It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed.

Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem.

No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods.

Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of
most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council.

Sincerely,

Jose Avetikyan
Lenin st.
Washington, DC 20005

mailto:mailagent@thesoftedge.com
mailto:joshua_winchell@fws.gov


"Admin, DOI SPAM" <doi-spam-admin@doi.gov>

From: "Admin, DOI SPAM" <doi-spam-admin@doi.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:18:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Subject: Fwd: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International
Wildlife Conservation Council

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Alisa Adobajor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Date: Tue, Nov 14, 2017 at 12:56 PM
Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council
To: joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation
Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose.
The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US
citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an
effective nor an ethical method of conservation.

It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed.

Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem.

No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods.

Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of
most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council.

Sincerely,

mailto:mailagent@thesoftedge.com
mailto:joshua_winchell@fws.gov


Alisa Adobajor
Boytsovaya st.
Moscow, DC 20005



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jlbuker071@gmail.com>

From: <jlbuker071@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:11:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joshua Buker 12 Stone Brooke Drive Mechanic Falls, ME 04256



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pendallevelyn@gmail.com>

From: <pendallevelyn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 13:06:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. HORRIFIC SUFFERINGS
ITS DISGUSTING & DISGRACEFUL. WE AS A NATION MUST LIVE WITH COMPASSION &
EMPATHY AND TEACH OUR CHILDERN RIGHT FROM WRONG! THERE ARE TOO MANY
MURDERINGS OF INNOCENT SENTIEN BEINGS ITS OUTRAGEOUS! THESE LIVING
BEINGS DESERVE TO LIVE AND SHARE THE EARTH WITH US ALL. WHO MADE YOU
GOD!?!?!?!?! END THIS DISGRACEFUL AWEFUL SIGHT WE SEE ALL OVER FACEBOOK
CALLED TROPHY HUNTINGS WE LIVE IN THE 21 CENTURY ITS TIME TO "EVOLVED"
INTO INTELLIGENT AND SENSABLE PEOPLE AND NOT RUTHLESS AND TOUGHTLESS
SAVAGES!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Evelyn Pendall
623 Catherine St SYRACUSE, NY



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<alisa.adobajor.80@gmail.com>

From: <alisa.adobajor.80@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 12:56:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Fernando Pueblo Seventh Creek road San Diego, CA 92177



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<barb@gefincap.com>

From: <barb@gefincap.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 12:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It looks like you are pulling
a bait & switch about hunting. The aim of your council is to deceivingly promote trophy hunting
as a form of conservation -- that's so wrong. Do not promote hunting! It is just wrong! Leave the
animals alone! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barbara Holtz
245 E 25th St NY, NY 10010



Conversation Contents
Trophy Hunting

<koostorm@yahoo.com>

From: <koostorm@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 12:41:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy Hunting

- I oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council. Studies have repeated shown that

trophy hunting does not aid in conservation. Over the last several decades, big game hunting has been

the primary, in many cases only method of conservation, yet populations of wildlife continue to

plummet. 

 
- Big game hunting is often unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild lions

remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2 and 3% of the

popular is killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable - particularly in light of

other pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts with ranchers and habitat loss.

 
- Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but hunters target

the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or tusk. Often, these animals

- the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their populations. They are the protectors, leaders

and their removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean that other individuals start disobeying

rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that another male lion might move in and kill the cubs of the

hunted lion. As a result, the death of an individual animal due to hunting can and often does have a

ripple effect. 

 
- Over the last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main countries

yet wildlife numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation, why have African

lions declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support the assertion that trophy

hunting benefits conservation.

 
- Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most of the money goes to middle men and

does not make its way to local communities. 

 
- Trophy hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances like with Cecil the lion,

where hunters break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a smokescreen for a more in depth

poaching operation. 

 
- Trophy hunting fees incentivize managers to inflate numbers to bring in more money, putting species

at risk. 

 
- As we saw by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is simply not morally acceptable

to most Americans. Our society sees it as outdated, cruel and needless. Please do not expand this elitist

and brutal pastime but instead acknowledge that most Americans are now gravitating to more non-

consumptive activities such as wildlife watching, bird watching, hiking, kayaking and the like. 

 
- For the foregoing reasons, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation Council.

 
Sincerely,
Laurie Storm
koostorm@yahoo.com
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dyavorsk@gmail.com>

From: <dyavorsk@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 12:06:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Over the last 100 years,
hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main countries yet wildlife
numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation, why have African lions
declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support the assertion that trophy
hunting benefits conservation. Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most
of the money goes to middle men and does not make its way to local communities. For the
foregoing reasons, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation Council.
"Hunters" can learn to take photos. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Donna
Yavorsky 5 Oak Fern Drive Warren, NJ 07059
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Mandie9119@gmail.com>

From: <Mandie9119@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 11:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Amanda Toser-Aldaz , MO
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<valusa2@msn.com>

From: <valusa2@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 10:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not promote
trophy hunting! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Valerie Sherrill
6910 Glendale Avenue Boardman, OH 44512
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NO to the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It's not about wildlife, it's
about big business and cronyism, once again.

Julia Stewart <quotablejulie@hotmail.com>

From: Julia Stewart <quotablejulie@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 10:35:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: NO to the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It's not
about wildlife, it's about big business and cronyism, once again.



 

 

December 8, 2014 

Brenda Tapia 

Branch of Permitting  

Division of Management Authority 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

5275 Leesburg Pike 

Falls Church, VA 22041 

 

Re: Black Rhinoceros Trophy Import Permit Applications  

(PRT-33291B; PRT-33743B) 

 

Dear Ms. Tapia, 

The Humane Society of the United States and Humane Society International strongly urge 

the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to deny the permit applications from Corey Knowlton 

(PRT-33291B) and Michael Luzich (PRT-33743B) to import black rhinoceros (Diceros 

bicornis) hunting trophies from Namibia. See 79 Fed. Reg. 65980 (Nov. 6, 2014). Rhino 

poaching has dramatically increased in Namibia in the last year, corruption in the trophy 

hunting industry is rampant, and there is no evidence that Namibia’s rhinoceros 

management plan has been updated to include the most recent scientific information.  

Issuing these import permits would result in the death of a critically endangered black 

rhino and would clearly not enhance the propagation or survival of the species, as required 

by law. Indeed, granting these permits would undermine rhino conservation efforts and 

would violate the Service’s duties under the ESA and implementing regulations. 16 U.S.C. § 

1539; 50 C.F.R §§ 17.21, 17.22.  Thus, the Service must deny these applications. 

ESA Permitting Standards 

Pursuant to the ESA (16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)) and Fish and Wildlife Service regulations (50 

C.F.R. §§ 17.21, 17.22), once the Service lists a species as endangered, as it did with the 

black rhinoceros (Diceros bicornis) over 30 years ago (45 Fed. Reg. 47352 (July 14, 1980)), 

individuals of listed species are protected from import unless such action will “enhance the 

propagation or survival of the affected species” or is for scientific research consistent with 

the conservation purpose of the ESA. 16 U.S.C. § 1539(a)(1)(A); 50 C.F.R. §§ 17.21, 17.22. 

As the plain language of the statute makes clear, enhancement authorization may only be 

issued for activities that positively benefit the species in the wild. See also FWS, Ensuring 

the Future of the Black Rhino (Nov. 25, 2014), at 

http://www.fws.gov/news/blog/index.cfm/2014/11/25/Ensuring-the-Future-of-the-Black-

http://www.fws.gov/news/blog/index.cfm/2014/11/25/Ensuring-the-Future-of-the-Black-Rhino
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Rhino (acknowledging that the ESA enhancement standard is more stringent than the 

CITES non-detriment standard and that these rhino import permits will only be issued if 

the Service finds “that the rhino is taken as part of a well-managed conservation program 

that contributes to the long-term survival of the species”); U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Handbook for Endangered and Threatened Species Permits (1996) (making clear that an 

enhancement activity “must go beyond having a neutral effect and actually have a positive 

effect”). 

Enhancement authorization must be granted on a case-by-case basis, with an application 

and opportunity for meaningful public participation. 16 U.S.C. § 1539(c); Friends of 

Animals v. Salazar, 626 F. Supp. 2d 102, 119 (D.D.C. 2009).  Before the Service can issue 

authorization to conduct otherwise prohibited acts, it must find that: (1) the permit or 

registration was “applied for in good faith;” (2) the permit or registration “will not operate 

to the disadvantage of such endangered species;” and (3) the proposed action “will be 

consistent with the purposes and policy” of the ESA (i.e., conservation1). 16 U.S.C. § 1539(c)-

(d). As explained by Congress, these requirements were intended “to limit substantially the 

number of exemptions that may be granted under the act.” H. R. Rep. No. 93-412 p. 17 

(1973) (emphasis added). Implementing regulations further require that applicants provide 

detailed information about the animals, persons, facilities, and actions involved in the 

otherwise prohibited activity. 50 C.F.R §§ 17.21(g), 17.22; id. § 13.21(b)(2)(3) (authorization 

may not be issued if applicant “failed to disclose material information required” or “failed to 

demonstrate a valid justification”). 

In deciding whether to issue an enhancement permit, the FWS must consider “[t]he 

probable and indirect effect which issuing the permit would have on the wild populations of 

the wildlife sought to be covered by the permit;” “[w]hether the permit . . . would in any 

way, directly or indirectly, conflict with any known program intended to enhance the 

survival probabilities of the population from which the wildlife sought to be covered by the 

permit was or would be removed;” “[t]he opinions or views of scientists or other persons or 

organizations having expertise concerning the wildlife or other matters germane to the 

application;” and “[w]hether the expertise, facilities, or other resources available to the 

applicant appear adequate to successfully accomplish the objectives stated in the 

application.”  50 C.F.R. § 17.22(a)(2). 

Current Status of Rhinos in Namibia 

 

Rhinoceros across Africa are facing a poaching crisis on a scale never before seen – 

hundreds of rhinos are killed each year to feed the demand for rhino horn used in 

                                                           
1 The primary purpose of the ESA is to “provide a program for the conservation of such endangered 

species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b). The term “conservation” means “to use…all methods and procedures 

which are necessary to bring any endangered species or threatened species to the point at which the 

measures provided pursuant to this chapter are no longer necessary” – i.e. to recover the species in 

the wild so that it may be taken off of the list of endangered species. 16 U.S.C. § 1532(3). 

http://www.fws.gov/news/blog/index.cfm/2014/11/25/Ensuring-the-Future-of-the-Black-Rhino
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traditional Asian medicine, and the profitable trade in rhino parts funds organized 

poaching gangs and terrorist organizations. See, e.g., U.S. National Strategy to Combat 

Wildlife Trafficking (2014), available at 

http://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/nationalstrategywildlifetrafficking.pdf. 

In South Africa, more rhinos have been killed so far in 2014 than in any other year in the 

past decade: 

 

 

 

http://www.savetherhino.org/rhino_info/poaching_statistics 

 

Unfortunately, rhino poaching is also on the rise in neighboring Namibia. As 

indicated in the attached news articles, at least 20 rhinos have been found dead 

in Namibia this year, with two poachings documented in the formerly secure 

Etosha National Park just last month.  

 

Humane Society International is actively working to decrease the demand for rhino horn – 

in partnership with the Vietnam CITES Management Authority, HSI has used a variety of 

approaches to increase public awareness that it is illegal to buy and sell rhino horn in 

Vietnam, and to educate the public on the myths of medicinal uses of rhino horn. 

Fortunately, recent polls show that this campaign has been remarkably successful. See 

http://blog.humanesociety.org/wayne/2014/10/rhino-horn-demand-drops-in-vietnam.html.     

 

http://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/nationalstrategywildlifetrafficking.pdf
http://www.savetherhino.org/rhino_info/poaching_statistics
http://blog.humanesociety.org/wayne/2014/10/rhino-horn-demand-drops-in-vietnam.html


4 
 

However, rhinos continue to be under siege from poachers in Africa, and there is no 

evidence that Namibia’s rhino management plan, the most recent version of which is more 

than ten years old (2003), long before the current rhino poaching crisis erupted, has been 

amended to account for the current threats that rhinos face. 

 

Further, although Namibia issues permits to hunt rhino, there is no evidence that such 

permitting decisions take into account the best available science, which demonstrates the 

importance of incorporating individual-level measures of rhino genetic diversity into 

management plans and shows that “excess” male rhinos can successfully be used to 

improving genetic diversity in small populations (instead of culled via trophy hunting). See 

Attached Cain, B. et al. 2014. Sex-Biased Inbreeding Effects on Reproductive Success and 

Home Range Size of the Critically Endangered Black Rhinoceros. Conservation Biology 

Conservation Biology, Volume 28, Issue 2, pages 594–603, 

http://www.olpejetaconservancy.org/sites/default/files/documents/Cain_2013.pdf; 

Linklater, W. L., Adcock, K., du Preez, P., Swaisgood, R. R., Law, P. R., Knight, M. H., 

Gedir, J. V. and Kerley, G. I.H. (2011), Guidelines for large herbivore translocation 

simplified: black rhinoceros case study. Journal of Applied Ecology, 48: 493–502. doi: 

10.1111/j.1365-2664.2011.01960.x http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1365-

2664.2011.01960.x/full. 

 

The international trade in rhino horns for commercial purposes is prohibited under the 

U.N. Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora 

(CITES). Rhino poaching and the illicit international trade in rhino horns has been on the 

CITES agenda for decades, including at the most recent meeting of the Conference of the 

Parties, held in March 2013, and subsequent meetings of the CITES Standing Committee. 

The illegal trade in rhino horns also has been the subject of other high level multilateral 

negotiations, including the February 2014 London Conference on Illegal Wildlife Trade 

(https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/281289/lond

on-wildlife-conference-declaration-140213.pdf).  

 

Thus, it is imperative that Namibia reevaluate whether critically endangered black rhinos 

can be sustainable hunted for trophies, especially in light of the current poaching crisis and 

new scientific information demonstrating the value of preserving bulls.  Unless or until 

such analyses are completed, it is impossible for the Service to make an enhancement 

finding for these permit applications. 

 

The Service Cannot Rely on Its Previous Enhancement Finding or Non-Detriment Finding 

 

In 2013, the Service issued an import permit for a black rhino trophy from Namibia (PRT-

229051); however, for the following reasons, the Service’s findings underlying that permit 

are insufficient for the Service to make an enhancement finding on the current applications 

http://www.olpejetaconservancy.org/sites/default/files/documents/Cain_2013.pdf
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2011.01960.x/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2011.01960.x/full
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/281289/london-wildlife-conference-declaration-140213.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/281289/london-wildlife-conference-declaration-140213.pdf
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from Mr. Knowlton and Mr. Luzich. See FWS, Record of Advice on Import Permit 

Application (No. 229051, Feb. 2, 2010); FWS, Enhancement Finding for PRT-229051. 

 

The Service stated that the positive enhancement finding for PRT-229051 was based on 

three factors: success of implementing the Black Rhino Conservation Strategy for Namibia, 

the use of funds generated from black rhino hunts, and the biological need for such 

harvests. Not only were these findings flawed when originally issued, but given the 

materially different landscape in 2014 (and the ongoing poaching crisis), these findings are 

particularly inadequate to support issuance of the Knowlton and Luzich permits. 

 

Regarding the “success of implementing the Black Rhino Conservation Strategy for 

Namibia”: The previous enhancement finding states that the Strategy “contains very 

specific management goals in the area of range expansion, biological management, 

protection, policy and legislative frameworks, and capacity building and sustainability”;  

“through this strategy, local communities directly benefit, resulting in increased community 

support for presence of black rhino and provides a disincentive to poaching”; and “between 

2001 and 2012, the population of black rhino in Namibia increased from 735 to over 1700. It 

should be recognized that the ten-year target established in the Strategy plan was to 

increase the population to 1,500 animals by 2011.” The implication of this explanation is 

that U.S. importation of a black rhino trophy is important to the success of the Strategy.  

 

However, firstly, given the wide-ranging activities addressed under the Strategy, it would 

be impossible to single out any one element—such as trophy hunting of one black rhino and 

the trophy being imported to the U.S.—as being the sole reason for the success of the 

Strategy.  Secondly, these statements are about the Strategy as a whole, not trophy hunting 

and not importation of a trophy into the U.S. Thirdly, it is clear that whatever successes the 

Strategy had to date have happened without imports to the U.S. (since granting the 

Namibian import permit is inconsistent with the Service’s policy over the last several 

decades). In conclusion, whatever success the Black Rhino Conservation Strategy for 

Namibia has achieved, it has done so without imports of black rhino trophies to the U.S. 

Evidence is cited in the enhancement finding for the success of the Strategy, but no 

evidence is provided that the importation of a black rhino trophy will enhance the survival 

of the species. 

 

Regarding “the use of funds generated from black rhino hunts”, the previous enhancement 

finding states that “permitting this rhino trophy deposited $175,000.00 into the GPTF.”  

According to the finding, the “Game Products Trust Fund” was established to ensure “that 

revenue obtained from the sale of wildlife products could be used exclusively towards 

wildlife conservation and community conservation and development programs aimed at 

harmonizing the co-existence of people with such wildlife, and thus securing a future for 

wildlife outside of and within protected areas in Namibia.” The finding further states that 

“since the need to protect populations from poaching and provide on the ground oversight, 
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including 24-hour surveillance, may be prohibitively expensive, the sale of a surplus male 

trophy and the use of the funds derived from that sale to provide the protection and 

oversight needed, will serve to enhance the survival of the species.” The implication of these 

statements is that the $175,000 paid to the GPTF will: a) be used for black rhino 

conservation; and b) this will enhance the survival of the species.  

 

Further, there is no guarantee that any of the $175,000 will be used for black rhino 

conservation as this money was deposited into the GPTF which is a general fund allocated 

by a Board to all manner of projects including those that have nothing to do with rhinos, 

and could even be harmful to rhinos, such as “rural development”. The GPTF Board, 

comprised of diverse interests including community representatives, and Ministries of 

Agriculture and Finance, decides which projects will be funded. Secondly, even if some or 

all of the funds are used for black rhino conservation, there is no guarantee that the 

activities undertaken will enhance the survival of the species. Thirdly, given the reported 

success of black rhino conservation in Namibia as described in the enhancement finding, it 

is unclear what the additional funds provided by this hunt could do to further enhance the 

survival of the species; as noted in the enhancement finding, at that time there was 

virtually no rhino poaching in Namibia. In conclusion, the previous enhancement finding 

admits that there is no guarantee that funds generated from black rhino hunts will be used 

to enhance the status of the species in the wild. Furthermore, the enhancement finding 

demonstrates that black rhino conservation in Namibia has been successful without funds 

associated with U.S. trophy imports. 

 

Finally, regarding “the biological need for such harvests”, the previous enhancement 

finding makes the case that so-called post-reproductive, surplus male black rhinos “need” to 

be removed from the population because males kill each other, compete with and impede 

immigration of younger males, repress breeding, and suppress gene flow. The finding 

makes numerous statements in this regard including: “there have been indications that 

aggressive males may be a population-limiting factor in some areas and removal of these 

individuals may lead to a population increase and greater survival”; “the removal of limited 

number of males has shown to stimulate population growth in areas where it is evident 

that density dependent effects are repressing breeding and causing mortality”; “biological 

effects of removing specific individuals from a population include 1) reduced male fighting; 

2) shorter calving intervals; and 3) reduced juvenile mortality”; and “male-biased 

populations can have an adverse effect on productivity, gene flow, and immigration of 

younger males”.  Firstly, to call this a “biological need” is to ignore millions of years of 

evolution that resulted in these behaviors. In evolutionary terms, mortal combat between 

males and competition with younger males is optimal behavior that does not “need” to be 

addressed by human intervention; if it were not optimal, it would not have evolved. 

Secondly, the enhancement finding does not cite sources in the scientific literature to 

support the claims made, particularly that removal of males stimulates population growth 

and improves gene flow. Thirdly, even if these claims were true, the enhancement finding 
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does not provide evidence that the black rhino trophy to be imported came from an 

“aggressive male” that lived in one of the areas or populations referred to in the claims 

(with density-dependent effects, or male-biased populations).  Fourthly, the finding refers to 

density-dependent effects of black rhinos without understanding that the reference cited, 

Emslie et al. (2009)2, refers to the effect of density of rhinos in fenced sanctuaries, and not 

to the effect of removing a specific individual from a wild population, which is relevant to 

the import of the Namibian black rhino trophy.  

 

Furthermore, the previous enhancement finding for the Namibian import argues that 

import of a black rhino trophy to the U.S. will not harm the survival of the species. The 

finding states that “animals to be taken as trophies may only be “post reproductive” male 

animals and assumed to be beyond normal reproductive age that would be at least 30 years 

old. Presumably, this means that these animals are well represented in the population”; 

and “all current studies of population dynamics indicate that the removal of a limited 

number of surplus males from a self-sustaining population will have little effect on the 

fecundity or survival of that population”. Firstly, the enhancement finding does not cite 

sources in the scientific literature to support the claims made, particularly that male black 

rhinos aged 30 and above no longer reproduce and that their genes are “well represented in 

the population”, and that removal of “surplus males” will have little effect on survival of a 

self-sustaining population. Secondly, wild black rhinos may live to age 40 (Berger and 

Cunningham 1995) 3 ; removal of a 30 year-old black rhino deprives the population of 

perhaps ten more years of genetic contribution, vital to the genetic diversity and therefore 

the resiliency and survival of a critically endangered species. Thirdly, the enhancement 

finding provides no evidence that the male black rhino subject to the import permit was a 

“surplus male” or that he lived in a “self-sustaining population”. In conclusion, the 

enhancement finding for the Namibian import does not demonstrate a “biological need” for 

removing males from black rhino populations, and should not be relied upon in evaluating 

the South African import permit application. 

 

The ESA (16 U.S.C. § 1539(c)) requires the Service to make individualized enhancement 

findings and the Service must reconsider its previous findings and examine the Knowlton 

and Luzich applications de novo.  But even if the Service did apply the same criteria, these 

applications should be denied – for example, Knowlton’s application seeks authorization to 

kill and import the trophy of Bull D, a 28 year old male that is under the 30 year age limit 

the Service used in its previous analysis.  

 

 

                                                           
2 Emslie, R.H., R. Amin, and R. Kock (eds). 2009. Guidelines for the in situ Re-introduction and 

Translocation of African and Asian Rhinoceros. IUCN Species Survival Commission, Gland, 

Switzerland. 
3 Berger, J. and C. Cunningham. 1995. Predation, sensitivity and sex: why female black rhinoceroses 

outlive males. Behavioral Ecology 6 (1): 57-64. 
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Deficiencies in Knowlton and Luzich Applications 

Mr. Luzich and Mr. Knowlton fail to meet both the procedural and substantive 

requirements for issuance of the requested import permits; therefore, the Service must 

deny these applications. 

 Bad Faith 

 

As an initial matter, these individuals cannot be said to have applied for this authorization 

in good faith, as required by law. 16 U.S.C. § 1539(d)(1). Mr. Luzich and Mr. Knowlton are 

two wealthy business men whose primary interest is securing a trophy for personal 

enjoyment and aesthetic purposes, not to contribute to rhino conservation. Michale Luzich 

is Managing Partner at Luzich Partners, LLC, a Las Vegas-based investment firm. Luzich 

is a member of the NRA Golden Ring of Freedom, which requires a minimum donation of $1 

million to the NRA to gain entry. Luzich has already killed a critically endangered black 

rhino that he now seeks to import to display as a trophy.  Corey Knowlton is currently an 

Associate Hunting Consultant for The Hunting Consortium Ltd. and works on the “Jim 

Shockey’s The Professionals”. Mr. Knowlton’s application acknowledges that without the 

issuance of the import permit he will not hunt a black rhino (thus confirming that his 

primary desire is to acquire a trophy for personal enjoyment). 

The Service cannot issue authorization to conduct otherwise prohibited activities to an 

applicant who has no intention, let alone expertise, to actually contribute to conservation of 

the species. 

Further, it is especially concerning that Mr. Luzich’s application references Peter 

Thormahlen, a professional hunter with a history of arrests for violating hunting 

regulations, including leading multiple “hunts” to feed the rhino horn trade. See Brendan 

Borrell, Hunters Paying $150,000 to Kill an Endangered Rhino May Save the Species (Dec. 

9, 2010), available at http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2010-12-09/hunters-paying-150-000-

to-kill-an-endangered-rhino-may-save-the-species.html; South Africa Vets & Hunters 

Involved in Rhino Poaching (July 18, 2012), at http://www.wildlifeextra.com/go/news/rhino-

m99.html#cr. Perhaps most egregiously, last year one of Thormahlen’s American clients 

killed a female rhino in Mangetti National Park, a significant loss to the breeding potential 

of this critically endangered species. See The Namibian, Napha Distances Itself from Rhino 

Cow Hunter (Oct. 2014), http://allafrica.com/stories/201410230452.html. This also 

demonstrates improprieties in the management and security of Mangetti, which is the same 

location that Knowlton and Luzich reference in their applications. 

 

 Insufficient Information 

 

Neither Mr. Luzich’s nor Mr. Knowlton’s application provides sufficient information for the 

Service to make an enhancement finding. 

http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2010-12-09/hunters-paying-150-000-to-kill-an-endangered-rhino-may-save-the-species.html
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2010-12-09/hunters-paying-150-000-to-kill-an-endangered-rhino-may-save-the-species.html
http://www.wildlifeextra.com/go/news/rhino-m99.html#cr
http://www.wildlifeextra.com/go/news/rhino-m99.html#cr
http://allafrica.com/stories/201410230452.html
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Both of these applications include the same supporting documentation, as both applications 

were completed by John Jackson, President of Conservation Force, which has a vested 

interest in facilitating trophy hunting and imports of trophies. By and large, the 

documentation characterizes trophy hunting as having an important economic benefit. But 

it is irrelevant that some people consider trophy hunting in general, or Namibia’s rhino 

trophy hunting program in particular to be of economic value – the ESA requires the 

Service to deny an import permit application unless the applicant clearly demonstrates that 

the proposed activity would enhance the survival of the species. 

Mr. Jackson and the Director of Conservation Force (Shane Mahoney) are members of the 

IUCN “Sustainable Use and Livelihood Specialist Group” – not to be confused with the 

IUCN African Rhino Specialist group, which is the scientific authority on the issue of black 

rhino conservation and management.  The letter from this “Sustainable Use” group 

contains a number of false and misleading statements: for example, the letter states that 

“Namibia has experienced very few poaching incidents” and references a document from 

March 2013 on that issue – but as demonstrated in the attached news articles, the situation 

in Namibia is drastically different now than it was in 2013, and rhino poaching has 

unfortunately become a significant problem in that country (both within and outside of 

national parks). 

Similarly, the included IUCN SSC Guiding Principles on Trophy Hunting as a Tool for 

Creating Conservation Incentives cannot justify an enhancement finding for either Mr. 

Knowlton or Mr. Luzich since that document does not provide any information specific to 

these particular hunts and even acknowledges (at pg 7) that “Nothing in this document is 

intended to be interpreted in any way as a specific endorsement or criticism of a particular 

trophy hunting programme.”  

Further, all of the information included in Mr. Luzich’s application that relates to the 

Dallas Safari Club auction (at issue in Mr. Knowlton’s application) is irrelevant, as that 

auction occurred four months after Mr. Luzich hunted a black rhino.  

Emails between the Service and Namibia (regarding Mr. Luzich’s hunt) provide no 

information on the rhino that was killed except to say that he was moved from Etosha 

National Park to Mangetti NP in 2009 because ‘it was post-reproductive and was breaking 

out of the park”. No information was provided on the age of the rhino as requested by 

USFWS, how it was determined that he was “post-reproductive” or “surplus”, or why he 

was selected to be hunted. Thus, Namibia did not respond fully to the request for 

information from the Service and provided no justification at all for the hunt of this 

particular animal. Indeed, the application materials provide no information at all on the 

population rhinos in Mangetti NP (e.g., how many are there, what is the sex ratio and age 

structure). 

Mr. Knowlton’s application is similarly insufficient.  Although the application materials 

suggest that there is a letter of support from the IUCN/SSC African Rhino Specialist Group 
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for this hunt, no such letter is included in the application materials.  Further, Mr. 

Knowlton’s application states that the hunt would occur in Mangetti National Park (which 

the application mistakenly identifies as a game reserve) and identifies the two bulls that he 

will chose from to kill (Bull C (age 31) and Bull D (age 28)) – without clearly identifying 

which bull he is proposing to hunt, it is difficult to analyze whether the hunt would be 

sustainable..  

Male rhinos can breed until they die so it is unclear what Mr. Knowlton’s application means 

when he says these two bulls (age 28 and 31) are “post-reproductive”. That a particular 

male rhino might restrict cows from breeding with younger bulls is a statement of the 

natural behavior of black rhinos (as male rhinos compete for access to females and older 

males naturally restrict younger males’ access to females) – thus, such description cannot 

alone justify a need to remove a particular rhino from a population. Thus, the information 

provided in these applications is insufficient for the Service to make a finding that 

importing trophies of the particular rhinos hunted would enhance the survival of the 

species, as required by law. 

 Trophy Hunting Is Not Enhancement 

 

HSUS and HSI object to the notion that trophy hunting of a critically endangered species 

provides a net benefit to species survival.  Indeed, there is abundant evidence that the 

existence of legal markets for endangered species can both encourage and facilitate 

poaching of those species. See Valerius Geist, How Markets in Wildlife Meat and Parts, and 

the Sale of Hunting Privileges, Jeopardize Wildlife Conservation, CONSERVATION BIOLOGY, 

Vol. 2, Issue 1 at 16 (Mar. 1988) (U.S. wildlife conservation has been “based on three 

primary policies ... 1) the absence of market in the meat, parts, and products of [wildlife,] 2) 

the allocation of the material benefits of wildlife by law, not by the market place . . ., 3) the 

prohibition on frivolous killing of wildlife”); David M. Lavigne, et al., Sustainable 

utilization: the lessons of history, THE EXPLOITATION OF MAMMAL POPULATIONS 251, 260 

(Victoria J. Taylor et al. eds., 1996) (establishment of “legal markets for valuable wildlife 

product . . . provide[s] incentives for poaching [because] when the prices of wildlife products 

are sufficiently high, they also attract criminal elements into poaching, making wildlife 

protection not only increasingly difficult but also dangerous”); Lavigne, et al., at 258-260 

(“Generally, putting a price on dead wildlife almost invariably leads to over-exploitation 

and increases the ‘extinction potential’ of target species”); Hunter, et. al, INTERNATIONAL 

ENVIRONMENTAL LAW & POLICY at 1035 (Foundation Press 1998) (Excerpt) (“Trade is 

responsible for an estimated 40% of vertebrate species facing extinction. Ironically, market 

forces can exacerbate the threats from illegal trade, for as species become rarer their value 

on the market increases to reflect this scarcity, increasing the incentive for further 

poaching”); see also Valerius Geist, North American Policies of Wildlife Conservation, 

WILDLIFE CONSERVATION POLICY (Geist and McTaggart-Cowan eds 1995). Further, the 

Service has explicitly recognized that some of these endangered species are specifically 
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targeted by “non-resident hunters” who seek to obtain “trophies” of these exotic wild 

animals.  70 Fed. Reg. 52319, 52321. 

For trophy hunters, the rarer the trophy, the more valuable and expensive it is, and the 

greater is the prestige. See Courchamp F, Angulo E, Rivalan P, Hall RJ, Signoret L, et al. 

(2006) Rarity Value and Species Extinction: The Anthropogenic Allee Effect. PLoS Biol 4(12): 

e415. doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.0040415. 

The Service cannot sanction such actions that are anathema to the letter and intent of the 

ESA, the purpose of which is to “provide a program for the conservation of such endangered 

species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b); see also Humane Society v. Kempthorne, 481 F. Supp. 2d 53, 

62 (D.D.C. 2006) (enjoining an FWS program allowing lethal take of endangered gray 

wolves, holding that: “[t]he language ‘propagation or survival of the affected species,’ is on 

its face, antithetical to the killing of 43 members of an endangered species barring some 

direct and immediate danger imposed by the individual animals killed to other members of 

the species.”) (vacated as moot); Fund for Animals v. Turner, 1991 WL 206232, at *7 

(D.D.C. Sept. 27, 1991) (rejecting FWS’s argument that hunting threatened grizzly bears 

promotes conservation by creating wariness of humans).  

 Donations Are Not Enhancement 

 

The ESA requires a direct link between the authorized action (the take or commerce) and 

the required effect (enhancement). See 58 Fed. Reg. 32,632 (June 11, 1993) (questioning 

“whether there is a direct cause and effect relationship between education through 

exhibition of living wildlife and enhancement of survival in the wild of the species 

exhibited”) (emphasis added). The plain language of the ESA only allows FWS to permit an 

“otherwise prohibited action” if that action enhances the species’ survival. 16 U.S.C. § 

1539(a)(1)(A). Here, the “otherwise prohibited” action that the Service would be permitting 

– import of a hunting trophy – is not carried out for the purpose of enhancing the species; 

rather, the action is undertaken solely for the personal benefit of Mr. Knowlton and Mr. 

Luzich.  Thus, such a donation offset is insufficient grounds for an enhancement finding. 

As discussed above, there is no evidence that donations made to Namibia’s Game Products 

Trust Fund (GPTF) automatically benefit rhino conservation.  Further, there is no 

accounting of how GPTF funds have been spent in the past, nor evidence that Namibia’s 

black rhino conservation plan relies on funding from trophy hunting. Indeed, if such 

information existed, one would have expected these applications to contain evidence that 

funds generated by the hunt of the black rhino in Namibia for which the Service previously 

permitted a trophy import, were spent by the GPTF on rhino conservation projects. But Mr. 

Knowlton and Mr. Luzich rely entirely on donations to the GPTF in attempt to justify their 

proposed actions, even though they have not even alleged how exactly their donations 

would be used to further rhino conservation (e.g., projects to reduce levels of poaching and 

human-wildlife conflict or to expand protected habitat).  Mr. Jackson’s conclusory 

statements on these issues are not dispositive. 
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Mr. Luzich’s application alleges that the applicant donated $200,000 to the GPTF – but Mr. 

Luzich (and his attorney John Jackson) failed to provide any proof that such donation was 

in fact made.  Further Mr. Luzich does not even allege that the money purportedly donated 

to the GPTF would be earmarked to implement the Black Rhino Conservation Strategy for 

Namibia. While Mr. Luzich appears to have paid N$100.00 (US$9.13) for the hunting 

permit, N$135.00 (US$12.32) to the Namibia Professional Hunters Association, and 

N$250,000.00 (US$22,820.11) to Glaser Safaris, such payments are completely irrelevant to 

the Service’s enhancement analysis.   

Any alleged loss of future auction revenue is also irrelevant to the Service’s decision here, 

not only because such auctions have not been demonstrated to benefit rhino conservation, 

but because predictions about future auctions are entirely speculative. 

In fact, the applicants’ proposed activities would not enhance the survival of the species, 

would not be consistent with the conservation purpose of the ESA, and would act to the 

detriment of the animal involved. Therefore, the Service must deny this application for 

enhancement authorization. 

Conclusion 

In summary, the Service must deny this import permit application because: 

- Namibia’s rhino conservation plan has not been updated to address the poaching 

crisis; 

- The permits were not applied for in good faith; 

- The applications contain insufficient details and explanation;  

- Trophy hunting of critically endangered black rhinos is not enhancement;  

- The applicants’ trophy imports would not enhance rhino survival; and 

- Donations cannot legally offset otherwise prohibited activities.  

 

Nearly 100,000 HSUS and HSI constituents also submitted comments in opposition to these 

permits (filed separately), demonstrating that there is strong public support for protecting 

endangered rhinos from senseless death. 

 

Pursuant to the Service’s regulations (50 C.F.R. § 17.22(e)), HSUS hereby requests ten days 

advance notification (via email, afrostic@humanesociety.org) prior to the issuance of these 

permits. Additionally, if the Service decides to issue these permits, please include with such 

notice a copy of the individualized enhancement finding for the applicant. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

mailto:afrostic@humanesociety.org
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Anna Frostic 

Attorney, Wildlife Litigation 

The Humane Society of the United States 

2100 L Street NW, Washington, DC 20037 

 

 

 
 

Teresa M. Telecky, Ph.D. 

Director, Wildlife Department 

Humane Society International 

 

 

 

 

 



Wildlife and Hunting Heritage 
Conservation Council 

 
 
July 19, 2012 
 
Dan Ashe, Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
1849 C Street, NW 
Washington, D.C.  20240 
 
Re: Wildlife Hunting Heritage Conservation Council Requests Modifications in 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services’ Approach to International Hunting Trophy 
Importation 
  
 
Dear Director Ashe: 
 
 As conservationists representing millions of hunters and anglers nationwide, 
including many who hunt internationally and seek to import and export their trophies 
into and out of the United States, the Wildlife and Hunting Heritage Conservation 
Council (Council) requests that you modify U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) 
practices regarding the importation and exportation of hunting trophies. For the past 
few years, the Service has adopted a very strict interpretation when dealing with the 
importation and exportation of trophies that suffer from some technical or procedural 
irregularity.  Service port personnel often seize such trophies rather than allow for 
other less drastic means of dealing with documentation or other technical problems.  
 

Hunters are one of if not the most valuable of the Service’s tools for 
encouraging international conservation, particularly in countries that lack the 
resources to manage their native wildlife. Instead of being recognized for their 
contributions to conservation successes, some hunters are being unfairly penalized 
for minor, and insignificant errors in their efforts to import their trophies. As a 
consequence, hunters who have participated in international hunts that enhance the 
propagation and/or survival of a wildlife species  and who have had no intention of 
violating U.S. or any other country’s laws have been deprived of their trophies, fined 
and subjected to other penalties. The Council recommends that the Service revise its 
approach to focus on wildlife species conservation. The Service should reserve 
seizure of trophies for those cases where there is clear intent to defraud one or more 
countries’ Management Authorities or evidence of a conservation detriment to the 
species in question.   
 
 Attached to this letter are the Council’s eight recommendations for methods 
by which the Service can modify its approach to hunting trophy importation. They 
include: proposed 1) amendments to CITES resolutions and/or decision documents; 
2) modifications to FWS manuals, policies, Directors’ Orders, guidance documents 
and/or practices; and 3) coordinating efforts with representative organizations of the 
international hunting community. 
 
 The Council recognizes that the Service may already be in the process of 
implementing some of these changes and we applaud these efforts. These initial steps 
are an excellent first move, but more is required to remedy the situation that currently 

CHAIRMAN 
John Tomke 
Ducks Unlimited 
 
VICE CHAIRMAN 
Christine Thomas 
University of Wisconsin-Stevens Point 
 
MEMBERS 
M. David Allen  
Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation 
 
Jeffrey S. Crane 
Congressional Sportsmen’s Foundation 
 
Robert R. Fithian  
Alaska Professional Hunters 
Association, Inc. 
 
John E. Frampton  
South Carolina Department of Natural 
Resources  
 
Thomas Franklin  
Theodore Roosevelt Conservation 
Partnership 
 
Ron Heward  
Heward 7E Ranch 
 
Robert Manes  
The Nature Conservancy 
 
Baaswewe Frederick D. Maulson  
Great Lakes Indian Fish and Wildlife 
Commission 
 
Tommy Millner  
Cabela’s 
 
Robert Model  
Boone and Crockett Club 
 
Joanna Prukop  
 
Stephen L. Sanetti  
National Shooting Sports Foundation 
 
Larry Schweiger  
National Wildlife Federation 
 
George C. Thornton  
National Wild Turkey Federation 
 
Howard K. Vincent  
Pheasants Forever 
 
Steve Williams  
Wildlife Management Institute 
 
EX OFFICIO REPRESENTATION 
Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies 
Bureau of Land Management 
National Park Service 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Farm Service Agency 
U.S. Forest Service 
Natural Resources Conservation Service 
 

     
 
Council Coordinator 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Division of Program & Partnership 
Support 
4401 N. Fairfax Drive, MS EA-3103 
Arlington, VA  22203 
P 703 358-2639 
F 703 358-2548 



inhibits the U.S.’s ability to participate in and encourage sustainable use conservation world-wide.  
 

Thank you for requesting that the Council engage in this important topic and we thank Service staff who 
participated on the sub-committee that studied the CITES concerns.  The Service should adopt a consistent and 
formalized approach to hunting trophy importation, as outlined in the attached recommendations, in order to 
remedy the obstacles that are inhibiting U.S. contributions to international wildlife conservation. 
 
 We look forward to working with the Service on this important effort and in all efforts that support 
hunting as a means of sustainable use wildlife conservation both within the United States and world-wide.  
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
John Tomke, Chair 
Wildlife and Hunting Heritage Conservation Council 
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Wildlife and Hunting Heritage Conservation Council’s Recommendations to 

the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to Address Hunting Trophy Importation 

and Exportation Conflicts – July 19, 2012 

Over the last few years, the international hunting community has noted an 

increase in the number of trophies seized by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

(FWS) due to clerical, technical and/or procedural import and export 

documentation errors or insufficiencies.  These errors or insufficiencies cause the 

FWS to consider invalid the import and/or export permits associated with these 

trophies and to consider the importation of these trophies a violation of federal law.  

The Wildlife and Hunting Heritage Conservation Council (WHHCC), representing 

the hunting community generally, has developed several recommendations that 

would reduce trophy seizures based on clerical, technical and/or procedural CITES 

and ESA errors or insufficiencies without undermining the U.S.’s efforts to 

encourage and support foreign species conservation. Many of the seized trophies 

are listed on Appendix I or II of CITES and/or on the threatened or endangered 

lists of the U.S. Endangered Species Act (ESA).  Not only are those trophies of 

great personal and financial value to the hunter/importer who hunted the animal 

and seeks to import and preserve the trophy from that hunt, but the hunts resulting 

in these trophies have, in most cases, enhanced the propagation and survival of the 

species from which the animals were taken.  Seizure of these trophies not only has 

a profound personal and financial impact on the hunter/importer, but it also has a 

dampening impact on hunting programs that assist, finance and encourage foreign 

species conservation.   

The WHHCC recommends that the FWS place substantive conservation 

benefits over technical compliance.  Where a hunting and importation program has 

been determined to enhance the survival of a species, the FWS should not let mere 

clerical, technical and/or procedural errors and inconsistencies in documentation 

take a prominent role in the determination of whether a hunting trophy taken from 

one of these programs should be allowed into the United States.  The WHHCC’s 

recommendations are also intended to help the FWS –with its limited personnel 

and financial resources – to better focus its efforts on substantive conservation of 

foreign species.  

The WHHCC commends the FWS efforts to more openly communicate with 

the hunting community, to better educate the hunting community about importation 

and exportation requirements, and to provide viable alternatives to seizures in a 

number of circumstances.  The WHHCC strongly recommends the continuation of 

this enhanced communication and collaboration between the hunting community 

and the FWS.  In particular, the WHHCC applauds the FWS’s decision to 

designate CITES proposals regarding leopard trophy importation and a 
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retrospective permit process for certain Appendix I specimens, for consideration at 

CITES CoP16.  These proposals, if adopted by the CoP, should help greatly to 

alleviate problems being encountered by hunters in the importation of their 

trophies into the United States.   

In addition, the WHHCC makes the following specific recommendations to 

further facilitate the importation and exportation of hunting trophies as a 

component of the sustainable use conservation of foreign species: 

 

1) The FWS should move forward with its plan to propose to revise 

Resolution Conf. 10.14 (Rev. CoP 14), Quotas for leopard trophies and 

skins for personal use, and Resolution Conf. 12.3 (Rev. CoP 15), Permits 

and certificates, to make them consistent with respect to what 

quota/quantity information should be included on a leopard trophy tag 

and on the accompanying CITES permit.  The WHHCC fully supports 

this plan and questions only whether the FWS should consider expanding 

this proposal to include importation for other species with quota 

requirements.   
 

    Explanation:  At present, the language of Resolution Conf. 10.14 

(Rev. CoP 14) and Resolution Conf. 12.3 (Rev. Cop 15) leave unclear 

whether the export permit and tagging documentation is required to identify 

the quota of the year in which the trophy was taken or the quota of the year 

in which the trophy is being exported, or both.   Conf.14.7 Annex: 

Guidelines for management of nationally established export quotas 

recognizes that this could be a problem and specifically notes: 

 

“It is recognized that there are some cases in which it is 

likely that the export of specimens removed from the 

wild will occur after the year in which the removal took 

place, as happens with hunting trophies.” 

 

  The WHHCC agrees with the FWS’s plan to propose an amendment 

related to importation of leopard trophies that will clarify the requirements 

for exportation documentation.  The WHHCC suggests that the same type of 

amendment would be appropriate to deal with similar documentation 

problems regarding other species with quotas such as Nile Crocodile and 

African Elephant.  

 

2) The FWS should move forward with its plan to propose a retrospective 

permit process for certain Appendix I specimens with high conservation 
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value.  The WHHCC commends the Service for including this proposal, on 

the assumption that it is intended to apply to Appendix I hunting trophies.  

If that was not the FWS’s original intention, then the WHHCC 

recommends that the proposal be amended to apply to hunting trophies in 

addition to other specimens.   

 

Explanation:  This proposal demonstrates the FWS’s commitment to 

placing substantive conservation over procedural perfection in cases 

involving technical or paperwork errors that threaten to jeopardize 

importations that enhance the survival of Appendix I species.  The WHHCC 

commends the Service on its decision to initiate this change in CITES’s 

approach to retrospective procedural compliance. 

 

3) The FWS should support an amendment to CITES Conf. 9.9, if made by 

another party to CITES, that would make “seizure and confiscation of 

specimens exported or re-exported in violation of the Convention” 

“generally preferable” only in cases involving hunting trophies where 

there is evidence that the importer purposely intended to defraud the 

exporting or importing country’s management authority and/or where 

there is evidence that the importation would be detrimental to the survival 

of the species in the wild. 

 

   Explanation:  CITES’ “generally preferable” confiscation approach 

can prove a reasonable deterrent to those who seek to violate the system and 

whose importation purposes pose no benefit to the species being imported.  

It can also prevent illegally imported species from being recirculated in trade 

for repeat attempts at illegal importation.  These concerns are not at issue 

where 1) an individual’s taking and importation genuinely benefits the 

species’ conservation in the wild; 2) the CITES violation results from 

biologically harmless, inadvertent, rather than intentional conduct; and 3) the 

importation is of a personally hunted trophy that the importer seeks for his 

own personal use and enjoyment.   

 

As the FWS has already published the proposals it intends to make at 

CoP 16, it is unlikely that the FWS will be able to add a new proposal at this 

time.  For this reason, the WHHCC recommends that the FWS plan to 

support this type of proposal if and when it is offered at the CoP by another 

party. 
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4) The FWS should amend the FWS Manual, Law Enforcement, Wildlife 

Inspection Section 443 FWS 1, 1.17 A., or draft a FWS’s Director’s Order 

for internal FWS communication, with language that relieves FWS 

personnel from the obligation to consider seizure or abandonment before 

any other options in cases involving clerical, technical and/or procedural 

errors or insufficiencies in export or import permit documents for hunting 

trophies. For example, Section 443 FWS 1, 1.17 A of the FWS manual 

could be amended as follows [amended language appears in italics]:   

 

“Officers should consider seizure or abandonment before any 

other options in circumstances where there is evidence of intent to 

violate the importation and exportation requirements of the ESA 

and/or its regulations and/or evidence of a disregard of the ESA’s 

conservation purposes.”   

 

In addition, the remaining language of 1.17 could be amended as follows 

[amended language appears in italics]: 

 

“There are five options Service officers may choose for the 

refused shipment. The Service officer should select the option 

based on the commodity, the quantity, the violation history of the 

violator, the violations detected and the significance of the 

violation to the conservation of the species based on consultation 

with the CITES Management Authority of the exporting country. 

Service officers must ensure that the shipment does not violate 

any U.S. laws or regulations other than those enforced by the 

Service before considering options other than seizure.  Service 

officers should avoid taking action to seize or require abandonment 

of a hunting trophy for clerical, technical and /or procedural errors 

and omissions of government authorities, or disagreements between 

governments and/or where, after consultation with the exporting 

management authority it is determined that there is no dispute about 

the authenticity of the export documentation pertaining to that 

trophy.”  

     

Explanation:  The FWS considers invalid any import/export 

documentation that bears any clerical, technical or procedural error or 

insufficiency and therefore considers the associated importation to be a 

violation of the law.  Currently FWS internal guidance directs the Service to 

address such violations by considering seizure or abandonment as the 
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agency’s primary recourse.   The WHHCC’s recommendation does not seek 

to change this prioritization generally but seeks only to modify the 

prioritization of recourse in circumstances involving clerical, technical 

and/or procedural errors or omissions involving the importation of hunting 

trophies, where there is no indication of a larger, more substantive violation 

of law and in particular where there is evidence of a conservation and/or 

enhancement of survival benefit to the species being imported.  Generally, 

for species listed as “threatened” or “endangered,” the FWS has made a 

finding, independent of CITES requirements, that the importation of this 

trophy “enhances the propagation or survival of the species.”   In other 

words, the FWS has not simply determined that the pending importation is 

not detrimental to the species (pursuant to CITES resolutions).  Instead, the 

FWS has made the finding that the importation is beneficial to the species.  

Penalization via seizure and forfeiture of a trophy for a mere clerical 

technical or procedural based violation undermines the conservation benefits 

that accrue from the sustainable international hunting program from which 

the trophy was taken.  The WHHCC’s recommendation seeks to remove 

obstacles to the FWS’s efforts to encourage those international conservation 

efforts.  

   

5) The WHHCC supports and encourages expansion of the FWS’s current 

effort to offer non-binding pre-review of import documentation upon 

request from prospective importers.  The WHHCC recommends that the 

FWS formalize, publicize and make department-wide these services.  To 

do this, the FWS should develop and distribute internal agency guidance 

informing port personnel to agree to pre-review export documents when 

requested by hunter/importers.  While these pre-reviews do not guarantee 

that a shipment, once imported or consigned for export, would be legal 

and free of violations, this is a valuable service and should help to limit 

clerical and technical errors on documentation.   

Explanation:  The WHHCC commends the Service for already 

implementing the above-recommendation.  Representatives of WHCCC 

sporting organization members as well as other representatives of the 

hunting community are informing their members of the availability of this 

important tool.  The WHHCC seeks to have this strategy codified and 

applied consistently throughout the entire department.  This strategy could 

benefit from a communication from the Director that the pre-review, non-

binding process is a department-wide approach.  The WHHCC 

acknowledges that the recommended pre-review would not guarantee that a 
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shipment, once imported or consigned for export, would be legal and free of 

violations. 

 6) The FWS should develop and distribute internal agency guidance  that 

directs FWS Office of Law Enforcement port personnel, when confronted 

with a CITES violation based on a procedural or documentation error, to 

request that the U.S. CITES Management Authority contact the CITES 

Management Authority of the exporting country to determine whether the 

violation will undermine the enhancement of propagation or survival of 

the species and upon receiving a negative answer, to inform the 

hunter/importer of his options other than seizure or abandonment of his 

trophy. 

           

    Explanation:  This recommendation also codifies a strategy that the 

FWS is already implementing.   

 

   

7)  The WHHCC supports the FWS’s ongoing work with representative 

organizations of the international hunting community in a coordinated 

effort to develop multi-media portions of these organizations’ websites 

designed to educate the hunting community on the requirements for 

legally importing hunting trophies into the United States.   The WHHCC 

recommends that the FWS apply additional resources to this effort to 

increase its efficacy. 

 

Explanation:  This would expand upon communications that are 

already taking place between the FWS and those hunting organizations.  

These communications would result in a joint effort to develop more user-

friendly access to information about the importation and exportation process.  

The WHHCC acknowledges that the FWS already provides a great deal of 

information on this topic from its website.  Through the recommended 

enhanced effort, the FWS would provide additional documents, including 

completed import and export documentation as well as a tutorial to assist 

importers and their agents in understanding what type of information is 

expected on which forms required for importation of trophies into the U.S. 

 

8) The WHHCC recommends that the FWS, on an ongoing basis, should 

identify and utilize means of improving efforts to ensure that substantive 

conservation is not sacrificed for technical compliance. The FWS and the 

hunting community share the same goal -- to ensure healthy wildlife 
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populations. The FWS should prioritize its limited resources to encourage 

hunting and importation programs that conserve and/or enhance the 

propagation or survival of species in the wild. 
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November 20, 2017 
Mr. Timothy Van Norman 
Chief, Branch of Permits 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  
5275 Leesburg Pike 
Falls Church, VA 22041  
 
  

Re: Imports of African Lion Trophies from Zimbabwe 

 
Dear Chief Van Norman: 
 
On October 11, 2017, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (“FWS” or “the Service”) issued a 
positive enhancement finding for African lion trophies from Zimbabwe. That finding is not based 
on the best available science and the conclusions made in the finding are not supported by the 
information relied on by the agency. On behalf of The Humane Society of the United States 
(“HSUS”), Humane Society International (“HSI”), and Humane Society Legislative Fund 
(“HSLF”), we write to strongly urge the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (“FWS” or “the Service”) 
to rescind the enhancement finding for Zimbabwean lions, as it cannot be demonstrated that trophy 
hunting of lions in Zimbabwe affirmatively benefits the conservation of the species. Issuing any 
import permits for lion trophies from Zimbabwe in reliance on this finding would violate the 
Endangered Species Act (“ESA”). 
 

ESA Requirements for Lion Trophy Imports 

The Endangered Species Act (ESA) listings for Panthera leo leo1 and Panthera leo melanochaita 
went into effect on January 22, 2016 (80 Fed. Reg. 79999 (Dec. 23, 2015)). Pursuant to the Section 
4(d) regulation for Panthera leo melanochaita (50 C.F.R. § 17.40(r)), the Service can only issue a 
permit to import a lion trophy from east or southern Africa if the best available science supports a 
finding that trophy hunting enhances the survival of this subspecies. Pursuant to the plain language 
of this statutory term (16 U.S.C. § 1539(a)(1)), “enhancement” permits may only be issued for 

                                                           
1 HSUS, HSI, and HSLF fully expect that no permits will be issued to import trophies of endangered 
Panthera leo leo, as this subspecies is on the brink of extinction and cannot sustain recreational offtake. As 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) acknowledged in the lion listing rule, in western and central 
Africa, “[m]anagement programs do not appear to be sufficient to deter unsustainable offtakes” and “experts 
agree that there is no level of offtake that would be sustainable for P. l. leo populations…” 80 Fed. Reg. 
79999, 80040 (Dec. 23, 2015). 
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activities that positively benefit the species in the wild. See also FWS, Ensuring the Future of the 
Black Rhino (Nov. 25, 2014), at http://www.fws.gov/news/blog/index.cfm/2014/11/25/Ensuring-
the-Future-of-the-Black-Rhino (acknowledging that the ESA enhancement standard is more 
stringent than the CITES non-detriment standard); U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Handbook for 
Endangered and Threatened Species Permits (1996) (making clear that an enhancement activity 
“must go beyond having a neutral effect and actually have a positive effect”). It is critical that 
FWS apply the precautionary principle and strictly scrutinize the impacts that trophy hunting has 
on African lions – indeed, as recently published in Nature, overutilization, including trophy 
hunting, is the biggest threat to biodiversity.2  

HSUS, HSI, and HSLF agree with the standard that FWS established in the 4(d) Rule for Panthera 
leo melanochaita, requiring that,  

“when making a determination of whether an otherwise prohibited activity enhances the 
propagation or survival of P. l. melanochaita, the Service will examine the overall 
conservation and management of the subspecies in the country where the specimen originated 
and whether that management of the subspecies addresses the threats to the subspecies (i.e., 
that it is based on sound scientific principles and that the management program is actively 
addressing the current and longer term threats to the subspecies). In that review, we will 
evaluate whether the import contributes to the overall conservation of the species by 
considering whether the biological, social, and economic aspects of a program from which 
the specimen was obtained provide a net benefit to the subspecies and its ecosystem” 
(emphasis added). 

HSUS, HSI, and HSLF also agree that FWS must consider the following factors when making an 
enhancement finding for importation of hunting trophies of P. l. melanochaita:  

“(a) Biological sustainability: The hunting program cannot contribute to the long-term decline 
of the hunted species. It should not alter natural selection and ecological function of the hunted 
species or any other species that share the habitat. The program should not inadvertently 
facilitate poaching or illegal trade in wildlife by acting as a cover for such illegal activities. 
The hunting program should also not manipulate the ecosystem or its component elements in 
a way that alters the native biodiversity. 

(b) Net Conservation Benefit: The biologically sustainable hunting program should be based 
on laws, regulations, and scientifically based quotas, established with local input, that are 
transparent and periodically reviewed. The program should produce income, employment, 
and other benefits to create incentives for reducing the pressure on the target species. The 
program should create benefits for local residents to co-exist with the target species and other 
species. It is also imperative that the program is part of a legally recognized governance 
system that supports conservation. 

(c) Socio-Economic-Cultural Benefit: A well-managed hunting program can serve as a 
conservation tool when it respects the local cultural values and practices. It should be accepted 

                                                           
2 Sean L. Maxwell et al., Biodiversity: The Ravages of Guns, Nets, and Bulldozers, Nature Vol. 536, 143-
145 (Aug. 11, 2016), at http://www.nature.com/news/biodiversity-the-ravages-of-guns-nets-and-
bulldozers-1.20381. 

http://www.fws.gov/news/blog/index.cfm/2014/11/25/Ensuring-the-Future-of-the-Black-Rhino
http://www.fws.gov/news/blog/index.cfm/2014/11/25/Ensuring-the-Future-of-the-Black-Rhino
http://www.nature.com/news/biodiversity-the-ravages-of-guns-nets-and-bulldozers-1.20381
http://www.nature.com/news/biodiversity-the-ravages-of-guns-nets-and-bulldozers-1.20381
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by most members of the community, involving and benefiting local residents in an equitable 
manner. The program should also adopt business practices that promote long-term economic 
sustainability. 

(d) Adaptive Management: Planning, Monitoring, and Reporting: Hunting can enhance the 
species when it is based on appropriate resource assessments and monitoring (e.g., population 
counts, trend data), upon which specific science-based quotas and hunting programs can be 
established. Resource assessments should be objective, well documented, and use the best 
science available. Adaptive management of quotas and programs based on the results of 
resource assessments and monitoring is essential. The program should monitor hunting 
activities to ensure that quotas and sex/age restrictions of harvested animals are met. The 
program should also generate reliable documentation of its biological sustainability and 
conservation benefits. 

(e) Accountable and Effective Governance: A biologically sustainable trophy-hunting 
program should be subject to a governance structure that clearly allocates management 
responsibilities. The program should account for revenues in a transparent manner and 
distribute net revenues to conservation and community beneficiaries according to properly 
agreed decisions. All necessary steps to eliminate corruption should be taken and to ensure 
compliance with all relevant national and international requirements and regulations by 
relevant bodies such as administrators, regulators and hunters.” 

 

Evidence is Insufficient to Support Claims that Lion Trophy Hunting in Zimbabwe 

Enhances the Survival of the Subspecies 
 

 

(1) Unfenced lion populations in Zimbabwe have declined over the past decade and today 
fewer than 300 truly wild adult male lions remain in the country 

 
As acknowledged in the Service’s October 2017 enhancement finding (USFWS 2017), it is critical 
that lion management, quotas, and assessments should be based on sound science and it is “vital” 
to have data on population numbers and trends. Specifically, the finding states that: “when making 
a determination of whether an otherwise prohibited activity enhances the propagation or survival 
of P. l. melanochaita, the Service examines the overall conservation and management of the 
subspecies in the country where the specimen originated and whether that management of the 
subspecies addresses the threats to the subspecies (i.e., that it is based on sound scientific principles 
and that the management program is actively addressing the current and longer term threats to the 
subspecies)” (p. 3, emphasis added); hunting should be based on “appropriate resource 
assessments and monitoring (e.g., population counts, trend data), upon which specific science-
based quotas and hunting programs can be established. Resource assessments should be objective, 
well documented, and use the best science available” (p. 4, emphasis added); and “to manage any 
population to ensure an appropriate population level and determine whether sport hunting is having 
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a positive effect, it is vital to have sufficient data on population numbers and population trends on 
which to base management decisions” (p. 9, emphasis added). 
 
The Zimbabwe enhancement and non-detriment finding document (ZPWMA 2016) provides a 
table with “estimated minimum” population sizes by subpopulation, and gives a total estimated 
minimum population size in Zimbabwe of 1,917 lions (p. 6) (Figure 1, below). The source of the 
data is said to have been “compiled from a variety of reports” (p. 6). As ZPWMA did not provide 
the source of the data contained in the table, or the methodology employed to obtain the estimates, 
or the year in which the data were collected, the data cannot be considered by the Service to be 
objective, well-documented or to be made using the best science available. Later in the Zimbabwe 
document it is stated that population estimates are determined through “carnivore spoor surveys, 
systematic lion collaring and call-up surveys” and also “patrol reports, field observations by 
ZPWMA rangers and other sightings by tour operators and tourists” and in Safari Areas, “resident 
safari operators, including those operating in CAMPFIRE areas” (p. 15). While the “carnivore 
spoor surveys, systematic lion collaring and call-up surveys” may be made using the best science 
available (although the document itself does not make that clear), the other sources of population 
estimates listed are not. Random, unplanned sightings by patrols, rangers, tour operators and 
tourists cannot meaningfully contribute to population estimates. 
 



5 
 

 
Figure 1. Enhancement and Non-Detrimental Findings for Panthera leo in Zimbabwe 

(ZPWMA 2016, Table 2, p. 6) 

 
The ZPWMA (2016) national lion population size estimate of 1,917 is much higher than other 
published estimates, including studies cited in the Service’s 2015 final rule listing lions under the 
ESA. Bauer and Van Der Merwe (2004) estimated a national population size of 987; Chardonnet 
(2002) estimated 1,686; and Bauer et al. (2016, IUCN Red List assessment) estimated 703 in five 
well-studied populations (Bubye, Gonarezhou, Hwange, Malilangwe, and Save Valley) in 2014. 
 
ZPWMA (2016) provides information indicating that several of the population estimates come 
from scientific studies that used appropriate methodologies; these are populations of Gonarezhou 
National Park, Save Valley Conservancy, Bubye Valley Conservancy, Mana Pools National Park, 
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Hwange National Park, Zambezi National Park, Units 6 and 7 of the Matetsi Safari Area, and 
Chizarira National Park and Chirisa / Sengwa Safari Area.  
 
Assuming the population estimates for these areas given in the table are accurate, when added 
together they total 1,610 which is 307 (16%) fewer lions than the 1,917 estimate. As there appears 
to be no scientific basis for the existence of these 307 lions, the Service cannot consider the number 
to be objective, well-documented or to have been made using the best science available. Therefore, 
it is arbitrary and capricious for the Service to conclude that the national population of lions in 
Zimbabwe is any greater than 1,610. According to Loveridge et al. (2007), “Almost all lion 
populations show a bias towards females and have an adult population sex ratio of 1:2;” given this, 
there are, at most, 536 adult male lions in all of Zimbabwe.  
 
Most of Zimbabwe’s lion population sizes have decreased in the past decade (Table 1). The only 
exceptions are those in Save Valley Conservancy and Bubye Valley Conservancy, which are 
fenced and have increased, and Hwange, which has stayed the same. Comparing the population 
sizes estimated by Chardonnet (2002) to those estimated by ZPWMA (2016), there is a 32% 
decrease in Gonarezhou, an 81% decrease in Mana Pools, and a 55% decrease in Zambezi National 
Park and Units 6 and 7 of the Matetsi Safari Area. Comparing the Chizarira National Park and 
Chirisa / Sengwa Safari Area population size estimated by Bauer and Van der Merwe (2004) to 
that estimated by ZPWMA (2016), there is a 69% decrease; this decrease is acknowledged in 
Zimbabwe’s “enhancement and non-detriment” finding (ZPWMA 2016), but was not 
acknowledged by USFWS (2017). USFWS (2017) did not acknowledge any lion population 
decreases in Zimbabwe, contrary to the information before the agency at the time of its finding. 
 

Table 1: Zimbabwe lion population size trends. 

Population Chardonnet 

2002 

Bauer and Van 

Der Merwe 2004 

ZPWMA 

2016 

Trend 

Gonarezhou National 
Park 

183 130 125 32% decrease 

Save Valley 
Conservancy 

- 284  100% 
increase 

Bubye Valley 
Conservancy 

- - 450  100% 
increase 

Mana Pools National 
Park 

495 97 94 81% decrease 

Hwange National Park 543 120 559 same 
Zambezi National Park 
and Units 6 and 7 of the 
Matetsi Safari Area 

150 85 67  55.5% 
decrease 

Chizarira National Park 
and Chirisa / Sengwa 
Safari Area 

- 100 31  69% decrease 



7 
 

 
Returning to Bubye Valley Conservancy and Save Valley Conservancy, as noted in ZPWMA 
(2016), these are fenced areas that were formerly used for cattle, where the owners decided to 
pursue a new business model based on raising wildlife to sell them to trophy hunters. Both 
Conservancies are multi-million dollar a year businesses that plow revenue back into the 
management of the Conservancies; this is not surprising, as these are businesses that must take 
necessary measures to ensure that their investment is protected. These lion populations started with 
the introduction of a small number of lions and the populations have grown exponentially. As 
noted above, this contrasts starkly with the populations in the National Parks which are mostly 
decreasing.  

The contribution of fenced lion populations to the conservation status of lions is highly 
questionable, particularly when they are not part of a metapopulation management program that 
mimics, to the extent possible, natural genetic exhange. Indeed, according to Bauer et al. (2015), 
“Fenced reserves in Kenya and southern Africa are very effective, but these reserves include many 
small populations that require metapopulation management, euthanasia, and contraception and 
only make limited contributions to ecosystem functionality and conservation outcomes” (p. 
14897). Instead of implementing the management protocols noted by Bauer et al. (2015), these 
conservancies have allowed the lion population density to increase to abnormal levels, presumably 
in order to be able to sell more lions to hunters. The population density in Save Valley Conservancy 
is 11.7 lions/100km² and that of Bubye Valley Conservancy is 19 lions/ 100km2, which is much 
higher than the average population density estimate of 9.6 lions/100km² for some other lion 
populations (Kruger, Hwange, Selous and Serengeti) (du Preez et al. 2015). This high lion density 
negatively impacts other species, not only their prey species, but also competitors such as leopard, 
cheetah, and wild dog (du Preez et al. 2015). It is also likely that the lions on these conservancies 
are highly inbred as they started from a small number of lions. And while the Conservancies 
reportedly provide benefits to people in the local communities (including meat, jobs, schools, and 
community projects), since the lions are fenced in, this does not offset livestock loss to 
Conservancy lions and make people more tolerant of lions; thus, the management of these lion 
populations cannot be said to benefit the conservation of the species. 

The Service has committed to using the IUCN Species Survival Commission (SSC) Guiding 
Principles on Trophy Hunting as a Tool for Creating Conservation Incenties when making 
enhancement findings. The first of these principles is “biological sustainability” including that “it 
should not alter natural selection and ecological function of the hunted species or any other species 
that share the habitat” and “the hunting program should also not manipulate the ecosystem or its 
component elements in a way that alters the native biodiversity.” (USFWS enhancement finding, 
p. 4). Clearly, Bubye Valley Conservancy and Save Valley Conservancy have violated these 
principles. Accordingly, the Service must conclude that lion hunting on these Conservancies is not 
enhancing the survival of the species, contrary to the positive finding it made in October 2017. 
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With regard to Hwange National Park, Loveridge et al. (2016) estimated to the total number of 
lions to be approximately 120 in 2012 (Figure 2F). By comparison, Zimbabwe estimates the 
current population to be “over 550” (ZPWMA 2016, p. 18). It would seem impossible for the 
Hwange lion population to have nearly quadrupled in four years. Even the lion population at Bubye 
Valley Conservancy only doubled over a four year period between 2008 and 2012 (du Preez et al. 
2016, Figure 7). The document from Zimbabwe does not provide any details on the source of the 
“over 550” figure. If the true population size is much lower, it would mean that the population has 
decreased as compared to the population figure of Chardonnet (2002). 
 
In summary, although the current national lion population size estimate, based on studies that use 
appropriate scientific methodology, is similar to that in 2002 (Chardonnet 2002), wild lion 
populations in Zimbabwe have decreased over approximately the past decade, while two fenced 
populations have increased over this time. Truly wild (not fenced in) lions in Zimbabwe number 
only 876 and, given a typical female:male ratio of 2:1, this means there are only 292 truly wild 
male lions in Zimbabwe, far less lions that assumed in the Service’s enhancement finding.  
 

(2) Zimbabwe’s lion hunting quotas are not science-based, and age restrictions are poorly 
implemented and do not apply to all lion hunting areas in the country 

Another one of the IUCN Species Survival Commission (SSC) Guiding Principles on Trophy 
Hunting as a Tool for Creating Conservation Incenties principles is “Net Conservation Benefit: 
The biologically sustainable hunting program should be based on laws, regulations, and 
scientifically based quotas, established with local input, that are transparent and periodically 
reviewed” (USFWS 2017, p. 4, emphasis added). 

According to ZPWMA (2016), a new system for quota setting, the “points system for adaptively 
managing lion quotas”, commenced in 2015 (ZPWMA 2016, p. 37). This new system, based on a 
study that modelled the impact of age-based lion hunting restrictions on a Tanzania lion population 
(Whitman et al. 2004), aims to ensure that only male lions five years of age and older are hunted. 
The system “rewards operators with increased quotas if they hunt animals of six years and older, 
but it does not penalize them if they hunt animals of five years. Neither are they penalised if they 
do not shoot a lion that they have on quota, however, the quotas will be reduced if they hunt 
animals younger than five years or if they failed to complete hunt returns” (ZPWMA, p. 40).   

However, there are several major flaws with this quota setting system. 

First, as pointed out by Loveridge et al. (2007), who studied lions and lion hunting in Hwange 
National Park, because male lions in Zimbabwe mature later than their counterparts in Tanzania, 
the 5 year age limit is not appropriate there. The authors said, “Measures of maturity of males in 
HNP (mane size, testicle size) suggest that lions in this population reach physical maturity at 
around 6–7 years old. These data accord with those from Kruger National Park, South Africa, 
showing that testicle weight, seminiferous tubule diameter, body weight and size peak between 5 
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and 9 years (Smuts et al., 1978b) and mean age of pride males was 6.5 (range 5–9) years (Smuts, 
1978). It appears that male lions in southern Africa mature later than conspecifics in East Africa 
(Tanzania), where male lions reach maturity at 4 years (West and Packer, 2002; Whitman et al., 
2004). If an age threshold is used to determine harvests of male lions then the 6 year minimum 
that Whitman et al. (2004) suggest may need to be reviewed and adjusted to take into account what 
is apparently later maturation of males in southern Africa. Off-take of males aged between 7 and 
8 years might be more appropriate” (p. 553). 

Second, the starting point for establishing quotas under this new system was the previously existing 
quotas (ZPWMA 2016, p. 37); however, the scientific basis for the previously existing quotas is 
not provided by ZPWMA (2016). ZPWMA states, “Zimbabwe implements an adaptive quota 
setting quota system that uses inputs from monitoring data and input from a variety of stakeholders 
including ZPWMA field and research staff, local communities, hunting operators, and independent 
biologists. Quotas are set based on population estimates or trend analyses, monitoring data, hunt 
return data, research work and indices as may be reflected in various reports by field personnel” 
(ZPWMA 2016, p. 56). It seems from this statement that some science may inform the setting of 
quotas but this does not mean the final outcome is science-based. Indeed, the Service concedes in 
its finding that quotas are not science based in some situations: “In CAMPFIRE areas, incidences 
of human-lion conflict are also taken into consideration where survey information is not readily 
available, when determining quotas for those areas (ZPWMA 2014). The quota setting process 
involves all stakeholders, including the ZPWMA, landowners, safari operators, and CAMPFIRE 
managers and their representatives. During the annual quota-setting workshop, presentations are 
made by the proponents who then make proposals for quotas. Where it is felt that not enough 
information has been presented, however, a precautionary quota will still be issued (ZPWMA 
2014). The Service is not aware of how precautionary quotas are treated after they are issued, or if 
there is a protocol for obtaining necessary information when a precautionary quota is put in place” 
(USFWS 2017, p. 13).  

Third, quotas do not take into account all forms of lion mortality including retaliatory killing and 
snaring. Indeed, the number of lions killed as a result of human-lion conflict exceeds the number 
killed by trophy hunters: ZPWMA states, “The exact number of lions killed in this way is difficult 
to assess, but may number over 50/year” (ZPWMA 2016, p. 44). Loveridge et al. (2007), who 
studied lion mortality in Hwange 1999-2004, found that, in addition to hunting, the population 
“also experienced mortality from other anthropogenic sources, including illegal snaring and 
killing. Lions are often inadvertently caught in snares set for other wildlife. While this only 
accounted for 11.8% of all mortality of [62] marked animals, we know of at least seven additional 
unmarked lions killed in snares during the study. It is possible that this source of mortality is under-
represented as this is difficult to measure because evidence of illegal killing is often concealed. 
Conflict mortality needs to be taken into account when setting hunting quotas, as this mortality is 
additive and it is possible that even conservative hunting off-takes coupled with high levels of 
illegal killing could make a population vulnerable to decline” (p. 555). ZPWMA (2016) states that 
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21 lions were killed illegally 2013-2015, although this is likely an underestimate because the full 
scope of illegal activities are usually not known to government authorities.  

Another form of lion mortality that may not be adequately accounted for in the quota setting 
process is official Problem Animal Control. Groom et al. (2014), who studied lions in Gonarhezou, 
said “Another important cause of lion mortality in Gonarezhou was the destruction of lions 
considered to be problem animals. Problem animal control incidences are poorly recorded and the 
responsibility is often handed over to hunting operators, with apparently little record-keeping 
(RJG, pers. obs.). However, we acquired records of at least 18 lions being shot as problem animals 
between 1993 and 2009 around the southern half of Gonarezhou. In many cases the sex of the lion 
killed was not recorded but at least five of them were females and one was a cub. This is likely to 
affect the population negatively, as regular removal of even small numbers of reproductive females 
can expose a population to decline (Van Vuuren et al., 2005). Moreover, as reproductive success 
is closely related to pride size, and prides of three or more adult females are significantly more 
successful at rearing cubs than smaller prides (Packer et al., 1988), removal of adult females may 
result in lower cub survival. Since 2009 there has been virtually no lethal problem animal control 
for lions around Gonarezhou, although lions are still reported to be killing livestock and there is 
evidence that communities poison them. Exact figures are unknown but presumed to be higher 
than recorded” (p. 6). 

Fourth, CAMPFIRE areas are exempt from age-based quotas. ZPWMA (2016) states “the 
CAMPFIRE areas in which lions occur are currently exempted from the age restrictions. This 
approach was adopted as a means of ensuring that impoverished communities obtain the 
opportunity to benefit from the presence of lions, recognising the potential negative impacts the 
species has on the livelihoods of livestock farmers” (p. 41). This exemption is acknowledged by 
the Service (USFWS 2017, p. 14) but later in the document the Service arbitrarily states, “The 
adaptive quota management system for lion hunting based on the ages of lions hunted has been 
accepted and embraced by all stakeholders” (USFWS 2017, p. 17). The Service downplays the 
importance of this exemption by stating, “While hunting is allowed in CAMPFIRE areas, it is 
unclear if American sport hunters conduct lion hunts in these areas; if so, the Service is not aware 
if sport hunters are exempted from the age restriction in this case, and how this exemption in 
CAMPFIRE areas is taken into consideration when setting quotas for other portions of the country” 
(p. 14). It is unclear why the Service would think that American trophy hunters would not be 
exempt from the age restrictions if they hunted lions in CAMPFIRE areas, and it is unreasonable 
for the Service to make an enhancement finding based on such a presumption.  

As to the question of whether American trophy hunters hunt lions in CAMPFIRE areas, the Service 
repeatedly argues later in the document that American hunters do hunt lions in CAMPFIRE areas 
and that this is an important source of income. For example, the Service states, “Across all 
CAMPFIRE districts, from 2010 to 2015, there was a total quota of 140 lions, with actual offtake 
equaling 45 animals. During this same period, U.S. trophy hunters apparently accounted for 51% 
of Zimbabwe's trophy hunting clients; trophy fees represented 74% of CAMPFIRE income, of 
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which lions play a small role” (USFWS 2017, p. 17). Using these figures, it can be hypothesized 
that of the approximately eight lions killed annually from 2010-2015, four were killed by 
Americans. The fact that Zimbabwe is willing to forgo age-restrictions for lions hunted in 
CAMPFIRE areas, means that hunting in these areas is potentially detrimental to the lion 
populations therein because younger lions will be killed. Consequently, it would violate the 
Endangered Species Act for the Service to issue import permits for lions killed in CAMPFIRE 
areas based on the October 2017 finding and without evidence that they were at least five years 
old when killed. 

Fifth, the age restrictions are poorly implemented. According to du Preez et al. (2016), in 2015, 
16% of lions hunted were under 5 years of age; this means that, of the 49 lions hunted that year 
(ZPWMA 2016, p. 38), seven were under age. Furthermore, the implementation of the restrictions 
varied between the three main lion-hunting areas in 2015: In Zambezi Valley, about 50% of lions 
hunted were less than 5 years old, compared to about 20% in Lowveld and about 5% in Matland 
North (Du Preez et al. 2016, Table 6, p. 11); thus, certain areas of the country is more prone to 
violating the age restrictions. Hunting of lions under the age of 5 is detrimental of lion populations. 
Consequently, the Service cannot lawfully issue import permits for lions from Zimbabwe hunted 
in areas that are prone to violating the age restrictions. 

In summary, although the current national lion population size estimate, based on scientific 
surveys, is similar to that in 2002 (Chardonnet 2002), wild lion populations in Zimbabwe have 
decreased over approximately the past decade, while two fenced populations have increased over 
this time. Truly wild (not fenced in) lions in Zimbabwe number only 876 and, given a typical 
female:male ratio of 2:1, this means there are only 292 truly wild male lions in Zimbabwe. Given 
that the 2016 hunting quota was 81 male lions (ZPWMA 2016, p. 38), and subtracting the 15 lion 
quota for Bubye (du Preez et al. 2016, p. 13) and 10 lion quota for Save (du Preez et al. 2016, p. 
18), the 56 wild lions remaining on quota represent 19 percent of the wild male population. This 
exceeds the recommendation of Loveridge et al. (2007, p. 556) that quotas should be reduced “to 
realistic levels (no more than 10% of adult males) based on robust population estimates would ease 
excessive off-takes of male lions.” Therefore, the Service’s positive enhancement finding is not in 
accordance with law and import permits cannot lawfully be issued pursuant to this finding. 
 

(3) Zimbabwe’s 11-year-old lion management plan still has not been substantially 
implemented  

The Service states, “when making a determination of whether an otherwise prohibited activity 
enhances the propagation or survival of P. I. melanochaita, the Service examines the overall 
conservation and management of the subspecies in the country where the specimen originated and 
whether that management of the subspecies addresses the threats to the subspecies (i.e., that it is 
based on sound scientific principles and that the management program is actively addressing the 
current and longer term threats to the subspecies)” (USFWS 2017, p. 2) 
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The Service further states, “When evaluating whether the importation of a trophy of P. I. 
melanochaita would be authorized pursuant to 50 CFR 17.32, in accordance with our threatened 
species issuance criteria, we will examine how a country's management program for lions 
addresses the three main threats that have led to the decline of the subspecies: habitat loss, loss of 
prey base, and human-lion conflict. When examining a management program and whether trophies 
taken as part of that program meet the issuance criteria, we study a number of factors. Some of the 
factors we consider include whether the program is based on sound scientific information and 
identifies mechanisms that would arrest the loss of habitat or increase available habitat (i.e., by 
establishing protected areas and ensuring adequate protection from human encroachment). We 
consider whether the management program actively addresses the loss of the lion's prey base by 
addressing poaching or unsustainable offtake within the country. A component of a management 
plan from which trophy imports would meet the issuance criteria would be whether there are 
government incentives in place that encourage habitat protection by private landowners and 
communities and incentives to local communities to reduce the incursion of livestock into 
protected areas or to actively manage livestock to reduce conflicts with lions. We examine if the 
hunting component of the management program supports all of these efforts by looking at whether 
hunting concessions/tracts are managed to ensure the long-term survival of the lion, its prey base, 
and habitat” (USFWS 2017, p. 5). 

Finally, the Services states, “Management programs for P. I. melanochaita are expected to address, 
but are not limited to, evaluating population levels and trends; the biological needs of the species; 
quotas; management practices; legal protection; local community involvement; and use of hunting 
fees for conservation. In evaluating these factors, we will work closely with the range countries 
and interested parties to obtain the information. By allowing entry into the United States of P. I. 
melanochaita trophies from range countries that have science-based management programs, we 
anticipate that other range countries would be encouraged to adopt and financially support the 
sustainable management of lions that benefits both the species and local communities. In addition 
to addressing the biological needs of the subspecies, a scientifically based management program 
would provide economic incentives for local communities to protect and expand P. I. melanochaita 
habitat” (USFWS 2017, p. 5). 

The Service has previously stated, “We evaluate whether a country has a valid national or regional 
management plan and if the country has the resources and political will to enact the plan. If there 
is a plan, what government entities implement the plan and how often is it reviewed and updated? 
Does the plan have clear, achievable objectives? Are the objectives measurable and are they being 
achieved? Is there an adaptive management approach within the plan so that enacting agencies can 
quickly respond to changing environmental or social issues?” (USFWS 2015, p. 1-2). 

The Service concedes that the most recent lion management plan for Zimbabwe is the 2006 
Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in Zimbabwe (USFWS 2017). 
The plan aims to: ensure the persistence of key lion populations and other important populations 
including those of doubtful viability; reduce human and livestock loss; and optimize wildlife 
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conservation-related net benefits to local communities. The plan contains seven objectives, each 
with several targets; each target has activities to be conducted to achieve the target. If fully 
implemented, the plan could address the three main threats that have led to the decline of the 
subspecies: habitat loss, loss of prey base, and human-lion conflict. However, data in the Service’s 
possession reveals that the plan has not been fully implemented. 

ZPWMA (2016) provided an update on implementation of the plan (Table 2, below).  According 
to the information provided by ZPWMA (2016), after eleven years, none of the seven identified 
outputs in the plan have been completed. Of the 24 identified targets in the plan, only one, Target 
1.4 (develop and implement a national lion captive breeding management policy), is completed, 
but this is irrelevant to the Service’s finding regarding enhancement based on hunting of wild lions 
in Zimbabwe. Of the 108 activities in the plan, evidence presented by ZPWMA (2016) indicates 
that only 26 have been completed. Therefore, Zimbabwe has not made substantial progress on 
implementation of the plan over the past eleven years and it is arbitrary and capricious for the 
Service to issue an enhancement finding based on this outdated plan. 

Instead of conducting a thorough analysis of whether or not the plan has been implemented over 
the past eleven years, using the information provided by ZPWMA (2016) – as we have in Table 2 
below – the Service instead examined implementation of only three outputs which the Service 
states “are most relevant to determining if the implementation of the strategy enhances the 
propagation or survival of the species, as required by the ESA for the issuance of import permits” 
(USFWS 2017, p. 10); these are Output 1 (lion populations, their habitats and wild prey effectively 
conserved and managed in collaboration with local stakeholders), Output 3 (human-lion related 
conflicts minimized and, where possible, eliminated), and Output 4 (the costs and benefits of long-
term lion management equitably distributed). However, even the Service’s analysis of these 
outputs is flawed.  

For each Output, the Service (USFWS 2017) copied and pasted information provided by ZPWMA 
(2016) about the output’s targets with no analysis. Furthermore, the Service failed to analyze 
whether or not the activities in plan to meet the targets had been undertaken or completed. Our 
analysis of Outputs 1, 3 and 4 (Table 2) indicate that these outputs have not been completed. 
Specifically, for Output 1, only one of the six targets have been completed (on captive breeding 
management), and only 12 of 28 activities have been completed (and six of these relate to captive 
lions). Yet, the Service finds that “ZPWMA is actively working toward meeting the target areas 
for this output” (USFWS 2017, p. 11). For Output 3, none of the six targets have been completed, 
and only 2 of 21 activities have been completed. Yet, the Service finds that “information submitted 
in the ZPWMA update suggests that they have met one target, and are in the process of 
implementing the remaining two” (USFWS 2017, p. 11). For Output 4, three of the four targets 
have not been completed and the remaining target has been partially completed, and only 3 of 18 
activities have been completed. Yet, the Service finds that “ZPWMA has made progress toward 
this output's targets” (USFWS 2017, p. 11). 
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In summary, the information provided by ZPWMA and adopted without independent analysis by 
the Service, clearly demonstrates a lack of progress toward meeting the stated targets and 
undertaking the stated activities in the plan. Without such evidence, principally this is a plan on 
paper only, and it is entirely arbitrary and capricious for the Service to have made a positive 
enhancement finding based on this information. 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

Output 1. Lion Management - Lion populations, their habitats and wild prey effectively conserved and managed in 

collaboration with local stakeholders 

Target 1.1 Establish a 
baseline survey and 
monitoring programme for 
identified lion populations 
and their range inside and 
outside the Parks & 
Wildlife Estate 

Baseline surveys have been 
completed for the Parks Estate 
using monitoring protocols for key 
variables (populations, habitats, 
prey). Selected surveys undertaken 
of areas outside National Parks in 
conservancies and some 
communal land and forest areas. 

Not completed. 1) Undertake baseline surveys, and 
where necessary, identify populations 
outside Parks & Wildlife Estate. Not 
completed (only partially completed). 
2) Design, develop and set up simple but 
robust monitoring protocols for key 
variables (populations, habitats, prey). 
No details provided to substantiate this 
has been concluded. 
3) Set up systems for carrying out 
collaborative surveys and monitoring 
across boundaries with shared lion 
populations (National Park, Safari Area, 
Forest Area, Communal Land, 
Large/Small Scale Commercial Farming 
and/or International). No information 
provided. 

Target 1.2 Maintain and 
strengthen capacity for lion 
conservation, management, 
monitoring and research 

Carnivore research programmes 
undertaken by NGOs (Mana, 
Matusadona, Gonarezhou, 
Zambezi and Hwange NPs, 

Not completed. 1) Undertake training needs assessment. 
No information provided. 
2) Identify and secure funding resources. 
No information provided. 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

within PWMA and amongst 
other key stakeholders 

Matetsi, Chirisa SA) and research 
institutions (Bubye and Save 
Conservancies) in various parts of 
the country. Personnel trained in 
data collection and capture, 
management, lion aging and 
analysis. 

3) Provide training and capacity 
strengthening within PWMA and 
amongst other key stakeholders e.g. 
RDCs. No information provided.  
4) Train personnel in data capture, 
management and analysis. No details 
provided to substantiate this has been 
concluded. 

Target 1.3 Identify and 
implement best 
management standards and 
practice for all trophy 
hunted lion populations, 
ensuring their viability and 
sustainable, equitable and 
adaptively managed trophy 
quotas 

Quota setting methodology 
reviewed and annual quotas and 
offtakes analysed considering 
population changes, trophy quality 
and levels of PAC over time. 
Trophy hunting database in place 
and in process of being refined to 
provide cost-effective system for 
collation, entry, analysis, reporting 
and feedback to key stakeholders 
in the wildlife industry (ZPWMA, 
RDCs, SOAZ, ZPHGA, 
conservation NGOs, Researchers 
etc.). System of fixed and optional 
quotas reviewed and age- based 

Not completed.  1) Implement Quota Setting 
Methodology rigorously and 
consistently across all hunting areas. No 
information provided to address 
rigorousness or consistency across all 
hunting areas. 
2) Review and analyse annual quotas 
and offtakes to ensure these are adaptive 
and responsive to population changes, 
trophy quality and levels of PAC over 
time. Insufficient details provided to 
substantiate this has been concluded..  
3) Allocate quotas at a scale reflective of 
lion ecological and biological 
functionality which invariably differs 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

criteria for male trophy animals in 
place and functioning. 

across different land unit sizes or land 
uses. No information provided. 
4) Refine and update the hunt return 
form [TR2] and the trophy hunting 
database and review annually thereafter. 
Annual review, and TR2 not addressed 
in information provided. 
5) Ensure centralised database and cost-
effective system for data collection from 
hunting areas and subsequent collation, 
entry, analysis, reporting and feedback 
to key stakeholders in the wildlife 
industry (PWMA, RDCs, SOAZ, 
conservation NGOs, Researchers etc). 
Apparently in progress. 
6) Replicate Matetsi Safari Area hunt 
data collection system in all Parks and 
non-Parks hunting areas and train 
PWMA, RDC and other relevant field 
staff to gather and collate hunting data 
as per the Matetsi system. No 
information provided. 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

7) Train PWMA, RDC and other 
relevant field staff in the Quota Setting 
Methodology. No information provided. 
8) Review system of fixed and optional 
quotas (and auctioned hunts) to improve 
incentives to hunt trophy male lion only, 
including quota-based 
incentives/disincentives. Reportedly 
completed. 
9) Review trophy fees to maximise 
benefit and generate additional revenue. 
No information provided. 
10) Review and put in place criteria for 
age-based identification of male trophy 
animals. Reportedly completed. 

Target 1.4 Develop and 
implement a national lion 
captive breeding 
management policy 

Policy in place. Reportedly 
completed; policy 
is available. 

1) Identify captive breeding enterprises 
and establish purpose 
2) Consult with stakeholders including 
breeders, ZNSPCA, IUCN Captive 
Breeding Specialist Group, and others 
e.g. Tikki Hywood Trust (THT) 
3) Establish destination and role of 
captive bred lions upon reaching maturity 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

4) Relate captive bred lions to existing 
captive breeding policies for crocodiles, 
ostriches and operations for other captive 
bred wild species, e.g. Lion & Cheetah 
Park, Chipangali 
5) Review existing policies and/or 
guidelines 
6) Appoint Working Group to develop 
captive lion breeding policy as 
appropriate or necessary e.g. WWF-
SARPO, NSPCA, THT, Captive 
Breeders, Wildlife Veterinary Unit. 

Target 1.5 Develop and 
implement co-management 
frameworks for wildlife 
management 

Collaborative national lion action 
plans to co-management lion 
populations in place for NW 
Matabeleland and SE Lowveld, 
including three conservancies 
(Bubye Valley, Save and 
Malilangwe). 

Not completed.  1) Develop a national lion action plan 
that articulates collaborative co-
management of lion populations amongst 
different land categories and users in the 
four major wildlife areas of the country: 
NW 
Matabeleland, Sebungwe Region, 
Zambezi Valley and SE Lowveld. 
Partially completed. 
2) Ensure adoption and implementation 
of co-managements plans by stakeholders 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

including conservancies. No information 
provided. 
3) Develop and implement participatory 
monitoring of implementation of plans. 
No information provided. 

Target 1.6 The geographic 
distribution range of the lion 
population expanded 

Conservancies and neighbouring 
communities are working together 
to maintain existing geographic 
distribution of lion populations. 
Zimbabwe proactive in the KAZA 
and GLTFCA programmes. 

Not completed. 
Information 
provided relates 
to maintaining 
existing 
geographic 
distribution, 
rather than 
expanding the 
distribution. 

1) Conservancies and neighbouring 
communities to work together and 
incorporate neighbouring communal 
lands into conservancies where possible. 
Reportedly completed, but lack of 
details makes it impossible to evaluate. 
2) TFCAs to develop programmes to 
increase jointly managed lion 
populations. No information provided 
on all programs. 

Output 2. Lion Research - Information for effective and adaptive lion conservation management generated 

Target 2.1 Initiate targeted 
research on lion ecology, 
management and mitigation 
of conflict 

Extensive research programmes 
focussing on lion ecology and 
biology undertaken in Hwange, 
Bubye, Save, Malilangwe, 
Matusadona, Chizarira and Chirisa. 
ZPWMA have cooperated with 
NGOs, such as Panthera, to 

Not completed. 
 

1) Identify gaps in knowledge of lion 
ecology and biology that require 
research. No information provided. 
2) Identify areas where collaborative 
(including cross boundary/border) 
research is required. No information 
provided. 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

develop cost-effective age 
determination methods for lions. 
Key threats to lion populations, 
with focus on human-lion conflict, 
snaring and poisoning, undertaken 
and continually monitored. 

3) Standardise methodology where 
collaborative research is required. No 
information provided. 
4) Develop cost-effective age 
determination methods for lions. 
Reportedly completed. 
5) Identify population ecology research 
questions in key lion populations. No 
information provided. 
6) Explore predator-prey relationships. 
No information provided. 
7) Identify socio-ecological research 
needs. No information provided. 
8) Assess the impact of key threats to 
lion populations in Zimbabwe at 
present, with particular focus on human-
lion conflict, snaring (both direct 
mortality of lions in snares and 
depletion of prey populations), and the 
sustainability of hunting quotas. 
Reportedly completed. 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

Output 3. Mitigation - Human-lion related conflicts minimized and, where possible, eliminated 
Target 3.1 Develop and 
establish databases on 
lion/human conflict 

Data on Problem Animal Control 
(PAC) reports on lion related 
problems collated. 

Not completed. 1) Collect PAC (Problem Animal 
Control) reports on lion related problems. 
Reportedly completed, although whether 
this is national or more limited in scope is 
not clear. 
2) Analyse reports & produce evaluation 
matrix. No information provided. 
3) Produce report with recommendations 
on appropriate PAC monitoring system, 
e.g. MOMS Oriented Monitoring 
Systems). No information provided. 
4) Undertake community training on 
MOMS. No information provided. 

Target 3.2 Identify and 
implement methods to 
reduce and mitigate 
livestock losses and lion 
attacks on humans 

Approaches to mitigate livestock 
losses and lion attacks on humans 
being tested and implemented in 
Hwange. Methods to mitigate lion 
attacks on livestock being 
implemented as appropriate at 
selected sites (e.g. Tsholotsho). 

Not completed. 
 
 

1) Undertake participatory planning on 
how to mitigate livestock losses and lion 
attacks on humans. No information 
provided. 
2) Undertake field work to identify 
weakness in livestock husbandry in 
relation to mitigation. No information 
provided. 
3) Review literature, capitalise on 
experiences and lessons learned 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

elsewhere, e.g. Namibia, and undertake 
community leadership exchange visits. 
No information provided. 
4) Examine and design appropriate 
farmer-based compensation schemes, 
e.g. HACSIS, Namibia. No information 
provided. 
5) Provide training on lion mitigation 
methods. Limited efforts underway in a 
few places, according to information 
provided. 
6) Implement mitigation methods as 
appropriate at selected sites. Reportedly 
completed. 

Target 3.3 Trained and 
properly staffed PAC Units 
established to conduct rapid 
response, restrained and 
precisely targeted problem 
animal control 

PAC Units at ZPWMA field station 
and/or RDC levels partially 
established. 

Not completed. 1) Undertake needs assessment and 
capacity for managing PAC Units at 
PWMA field station and/or RDC levels. 
No information provided. 
2) Define the role and responsibility of 
Units. No information provided. 
3) Train and equip Units. No information 
provided. 
4) Training and capacity building for 
PAC to be delegated to the responsible 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

appropriate authority (RDC) and sub-
district levels. No information provided. 
5) Collaborative and effective PAC 
techniques developed and implemented 
within 5 years. No information provided. 

Target 3.4 Incidents of 
human-lion conflict reduced 
by at least 30% in 5 years 
while also reducing 
retaliatory killing 

Specific awareness and education 
package on lion conservation and 
management developed and 
implemented in Matusadona, 
Hwange and Gonarezhou regions. 

Not completed. 
Answer does not 
address target 
percent reduction 
or timeline. 

1) Specific awareness and education 
package on lion conservation and 
management developed and implemented 
within 5 years. Partially implemented, 
according to information provided. 
2) Mechanisms developed with the 
livestock sector to reduce livestock 
predation by lions by at least 35% from 
the current level within 5 years. No 
information provided. 

Target 3.5 Number of lions 
killed through 
indiscriminate killings 
reduced by at least 30% in 5 
years after baseline 
established. 

 Not completed. 
Target missing 
from ZPWMA 
(2016). 

1) Country specific awareness and 
education package on lion conservation 
and management developed and 
implemented within 5 years. No 
information provided. 
2) Develop incentives for communities to 
use legal PAC in identified 3 hotspots 
within 5 years. No information provided. 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

Target 3.6 Incidences of 
lion attacks on humans 
reduced by at least 30% 
from the current levels in 5 
years 

 Not completed. 
Target missing 
from ZPWMA 
(2016). 
 
 

1) Develop and implement collaborative 
and effective PAC techniques. No 
information provided. 
2) Develop appropriate educational and 
awareness programmes to promote 
avoidance of potentially lethal encounters 
between humans and lions. No 
information provided. 

Output 4. Socio- Economic - The costs and benefits of long-term lion management equitably distributed 
Target 4.1 Complete an 
inventory of stakeholders 
directly affected by lion 
conservation 

Stakeholder groups (e.g. local 
communities, CAMPFIRE RDC 
representatives, commercial safari 
hunting operators (SOAZ, 
ZPHGA), tourism operators 
(ZATSO) identified. Financial 
impacts of lion conservation and 
extent and magnitude of socio-
economic impacts on each 
stakeholder group completed. 

Partially 
completed. 

1) Identify stakeholder groups (e.g. local 
communities, CAMPFIRE RDC 
representatives, commercial safari 
hunting operators (SOAZ, ZPH&GA), 
tourism operators ZATSO) at the 
appropriate scale. Reportedly 
completed. 
2) Identify the financial impacts of lion 
conservation on each stakeholder group. 
Reportedly completed. 
3) Determine extent and magnitude of 
socio-economic impacts on each 
stakeholder group. Reportedly 
completed. 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

4) Prioritise groups for intervention 
based on extent and magnitude of socio-
economic impacts. No information 
provided. 

Target 4.2 Deliver 
appropriate training and 
capacity building to 
prioritised stakeholders 

Representative stakeholder groups 
in some regions identified 
(Hwange, Matusadona, 
Gonarezhou). Limited training 
undertaken. Implement adaptive 
programme across four wildlife 
regions 

Not completed.  1. Identify representative stakeholders 
groups per wildlife region. Partially 
completed according to information 
provided. 
2. Identify training needs in consultation 
with identified stakeholders. No 
information provided. 
3. Develop training materials and 
implement training programmes. No 
information provided. 
4. Review effectiveness of training 
material and programme in consultation 
with identified stakeholders. No 
information provided. 
5. Implement adaptive programme 
across 4 wildlife regions. No 
information provided. 

Target 4.3 Agree and 
implement collaboratively 

In progress. Hwange NP 
Management Plan approved. 

Not completed. 1) Consult identified stakeholders. No 
information provided. 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

developed area-specific lion 
management plans with 
identified stakeholder 
groups in each wildlife 
region within 5 years 

2) Determine the scope and scale of the 
key activities of the management plan. 
No information provided, although 
reportedly a management plan for one 
area, Hwange NP, is approved. 
3) Identify and integrate 'best practices', 
making provisions for: 
• Ownership issues 
• Zoning for wildlife 
• Mutually binding agreement 
• Verifiable compliance 
• Suitable wildlife utilization plan (e.g. 
tourism, trophy hunting) 
• Income flows and cost distribution 
(including rainy-day funds to anticipate 
uncertainties in tourist revenues) 
• Appropriate husbandry techniques 
• Conflict-mitigation measures 
• Regulation of human immigration 
• Adequate wildlife and conflict 
monitoring 
• Annual environmental audits 
No information provided.  
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

4) Implement management plan. No 
information provided. 
5) Review plan annually and amend 
where necessary. No information 
provided. 

Target 4.4 Implement 
transparent mechanisms to 
equitably distribute lion-
related/generated income to 
identified stakeholders 
(groups and/or 
communities) 

Scale of income generated from 
lion conservation reviewed and use 
of funds to encourage protection of 
lion populations reach local 
stakeholders undertaken (see 
CAMPFIRE generated revenues) 

Not completed.  1) Identify income generated from lion 
conservation (see CAMPFIRE generated 
revenues). No detailed information 
provided. 
2) Ensure that benefits of protecting lion 
populations reach local stakeholders. No 
information provided. Zimbabwe 
document does not provide enough 
details to evaluate if this activity 
occurred and its scope (national or 
local). 
3) Distribute generated income 
according to intensity of lion impact 
(Apply CAMPFIRE Producer 
Community/Ward principles). No 
information provided. 
4) Provide appropriate incentives, e.g. 
implementation of mitigation measures 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

and/or local re-location of people in 
high-conflict areas to low-conflict areas. 
No information provided. 
5) Provide appropriate incentives e.g. 
participatory land use planning, to 
discourage immigration into lion and 
other wildlife range. No information 
provided. 

Output 5. Regulations - Effective regulation of consumptive lion utilisation ensured 

Target 5.1 Implement 
approved policy and 
practice at national and 
local levels regarding 
problem animal control 
(PAC) of lions within 2 
years 

Current policy and practice 
regarding problem animal control 
of lion reviewed, at national and 
local levels. PAC offtakes 
reconciled with trophy hunting 
quota offtake to ensure that the 
overall offtake (i.e. total quota) is 
sustainable. 

Not completed. 
ZPWMA (2016) 
did not address 
timeline in target.  

1) Review, and revise where necessary, 
current policy and practice at national 
and local levels regarding problem 
animal control of lions (PAC). 
Reportedly completed. 
2) Identify key responsibilities of the 
Appropriate Authority (AA), i.e. the 
land occupier in respect of problem 
animal control of lions, given the 
vulnerable status of lions and recent 
changes in land tenure. No information 
provided. 
3) Incorporate PAC offtakes with trophy 
hunting quota offtake to ensure that the 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

overall offtake (i.e. total quota) is 
sustainable. Reportedly completed, but 
lack of details makes it impossible to 
analyze. 
4) Determine need for regulation of 
PAC, including the provision of 
incentives/disincentives. No information 
provided. 
5) Establish database for lion PAC (see 
Targets 1.5 & 3.1 above). Reportedly 
completed. 
6) Ensure PAC policy and practice 
conforms to the appropriate scale of lion 
ecological functionality, temporally and 
spatially, and that this is recognised as 
an AA responsibility with respect to 
hunting and PAC offtakes. No 
information provided. 

Output 6. Communication, Awareness and Information Dissemination 

Target 6.1 To carry out 
awareness programmes in 
50% of the districts in 

Awareness programmes initiated 
at a national level, with 
professional hunters, communities 
and NGO community. Awareness 

Not completed. 
ZPWMA (2016) 
did not address 
percentage and 

1) Identify target groups that need 
awareness. Reportedly completed. 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

Zimbabwe within the next 
three 3 years 

campaigns being carried out by the 
Extension and Interpretation Unit 
in all the regions. 

timelines in the 
target. 

2) Identify awareness needs for different 
target groups e.g. hunters, politicians, 
farmers. No information provided. 
3) Develop and package awareness 
materials for different target groups, e.g. 
multi-media tools, TV, internet, radio. 
No information provided. 
4) Implement awareness programmes. 
Information provided indicates that 
awareness programs have been 
‘initiated,’ but no information is 
provided on whether this reached 50% 
of districts in three years, as per the 
target. 
5) Create feedback mechanisms for 
target groups. No information provided. 
6) Provide extension, information and 
interpretative services to surrounding 
communities. Reportedly completed. 

Target 6.2 Create lion 
conservation and 
management information 
units within one year 

Databases established at some key 
research centres using dedicated 
external research programmes (e.g. 
WILDCRU). 

Not completed. 
ZPWMA (2016) 
did not address 
target of 

1) Facilitate flow of information from 
various sources. No information 
provided. 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

establishing lion 
conservation and 
management units 
in one year. 

2) Document and process information 
from various sources. No information 
provided. 
3) Create information database. 
Reportedly completed. 
4) Use Mushandike Natural Resources 
College as a training centre. No 
information provided. 
5) Define personnel needs and resource 
requirements. No information provided. 
6) Training, M&E, Research. No 
information provided. 

Output 7. Regional and Trans-Boundary Collaboration 

Target 7.1 Undertake an 
inventory of national 
strategies for lion 
management 

Done. Not completed. 
Reportedly 
“done”; however, 
no information is 
provided on 
activities for this 
target. 

1) Make a presentation at the AWCF 
Meeting in November 2006. Reportedly 
completed, but outcome not reported. 
2) Develop a budgeted proposal seeking 
funds to undertake the inventory. No 
information provided. 
3) Appoint 1/. a consultant or 2/. design 
questionnaire or 3/. use TFCA 
Conservation Committee or a 
combination of 2 & 3. No information 
provided. 
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Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

Target 7.2 Encourage the 
development of national 
lion conservation strategies 
where these are missing &/ 
or incomplete 

National lion conservation 
strategies discussed at AWCF 
(meeting held under auspices of 
KAZA). 

Not completed. 
ZPWMA (2016) 
did not report on 
outcome of 
activities for this 
target. 

1) Seek consensus from the AWCF for 
the development & implementation of 
national lion conservation strategies. No 
information provided on outcome. 
2) Contact counterparts before the 
AWCF Meeting. No information 
provided. 
3) Present national lion strategies where 
applicable and/or available. No 
information provided on whether 
presentations were made. 
4) Obtain support from neighbouring 
countries for the development of national 
lion conservation strategies. No 
information provided. 
5) Persuade neighbours to develop 
national lion conservation strategies. No 
information provided. 

Target 7.3 Develop an 
integrated and harmonised 
lion management strategy 
for Transfrontier 
Conservation Areas 
(TFCAs) 

Lion conservation strategies for 
SADC discussed at AWCF meeting 
held under auspices of KAZA. 

Not completed. 
ZPWMA (2016) 
did not report on 
activities for this 
target. 

1) Within 2-3 years (medium term) 
develop the SADC strategy for lion 
conservation and management. No 
information provided; no information on 
outcome or whether time-frame in 
activity was met. 



34 
 

Table 2. Implementation status of the 2006 Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion (Panthera leo) in 

Zimbabwe. 

Outputs and Targets Information Provided in 

ZPWMA (2016) Regarding 

Target Completion 

Analysis of Progress on Completing Targets and Activities 

(underscored text) 
Targets (targets 
cannot be 
considered 
“completed” 
unless all activities 
are completed) 

Activities (activities cannot be 
considered “completed” unless they are 
thoroughly completed; partial completion 
is not considered to be completed) 

2) Develop appropriate framework: 
− Develop National strategies 
− Seek consensus through AWCF 
Incorporate into TFCA Treaties 
− Develop SADC strategy 
No information provided on outcome of 
discussions held at meetings. 

Target 7.4 Implement lion 
conservation strategy and 
management plan 

Strategy under review. Not completed. 
ZPWMA (2016) 
did not report on 
activities for this 
target. 

1) Incorporate strategy into TFCA 
Conservation Committee workplans [& 
other stakeholder workplans]. No 
information provided. 
2) Seek funding as required. No 
information provided. 
3) Carry out half-yearly compliance 
reviews. No information provided. 
4) Report back annually to all 
stakeholders especially those not 
involved in implementation. No 
information provided. 
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(4) ZPWMA lacks funding to enforce existing laws  

As noted by the Service, “only revenues generated through sport-hunting conducted on state and 
private lands are used to finance ZPWMA; to our knowledge, no other government funding is 
provided, and only limited outside funding from NGOs or other governments appears to be 
available” (USFWS 2015, p. 8). ZPWMA (2016) confirmed this remains the case, and stated that 
it is unable to generate adequate revenue to cover both the capital and operating requirements (p. 
26). In 2015, ZPWMA incurred a loss of US$5.4 million including depreciation (ZPWMA 2016, 
p. 26). The Service has expressed concerns about “the ability of ZPWMA to generate sufficient 
funds to support adequately their stated mission” and “if Zimbabwe has adequate resources to 
enforce existing laws and regulations” (USFWS 2015, p. 10-11). According to ZPWMA itself “no 
amount is budgeted for conservation in the national budget,”3 leading to inadequate enforcement 
and implementation of laws and regulatory mechanisms. Lack of government funding also leaves 
the ZPWMA to rely on trophy hunting, even when unsustainable, to pay its bills, creating an 
inherent conflict of interest for the wildlife management agency. Therefore, the Service’s concern 
– expressed in its 2015 finding concluding that Zimbabwe does not sustainably manage its elephant 
populations – that there is a lack of a national mechanism to sustain wildlife conservation efforts 
in Zimbabwe (USFWS 2015) remains valid. 
 
ZPWMA (2016) noted that enforcement efforts have been hampered by lack of funding:  

 “The current remuneration levels have remained low with the lowest paid worker receiving 
a gross salary of $375 per month. The last salary increase of 23% was in January, 2014. A 
comparison with other Parastatals within the same parent ministry, shows that the 
Authority has the lowest salary scales” (p. 20).  

 “Only 70% of the Authority’s vehicle fleet are in “sound condition” and, of three aircraft 
owned by the Authority, only one is in operation (p. 20).  

 At the end of 2015, there were only 67% of rangers in post (1,448 out of 2,146), and only 
1,004 of these were deployable for anti-poaching operations (p. 20). 

 “Commercial wildlife poaching involving both local and foreign nationals continues to 
plague Zimbabwe, especially with respect to elephant and rhino located in the Zambezi 
Valley, Sebungwe, North-West Matabeleland, South-East Lowveld” (p. 21) “Note that 21 
lions were killed illegal between 2013 – 2015, with 6 animals killed through snaring in the 
area adjacent to Hwange National Park in 2015.” (p. 21). 

In its October 2017 finding, the Service acknowledged the lower number of rangers in post, but 
ignored these other enforcement problems (USFWS 2017, p. 7). 

                                                           
3 http://zimparks.org/zimbabwe-parks-and-widlife-management-authority-zimparks-successfully-exports-
35-african-elephants-to-china/ (viewed 5 October 2017) 

http://zimparks.org/zimbabwe-parks-and-widlife-management-authority-zimparks-successfully-exports-35-african-elephants-to-china/
http://zimparks.org/zimbabwe-parks-and-widlife-management-authority-zimparks-successfully-exports-35-african-elephants-to-china/
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Lack of funding for ZPWMA has limited anti-poaching efforts and this has had negative effect on 
wildlife conservation. Mana Pools National Park and neighboring safari areas, which are located 
in the mid-Zambezi area, is one of the areas hardest hit by poaching. At a 2015 workshop held by 
ZPWMA to develop an anti-poaching strategy for the Park,4 the Area Manager for the Park, 
Marvellous Mbikiyana, was quoted in a workshop report as having stated, “While the ideal staffing 
level for rangers is 110 for the Park, 75 have been approved, and only 38 are on site. Of the 38 on 
site, only 13 are deployable at any one time, due to a number of other commitments, such as driving 
duties, serving in the front office, and so on.” The workshop report noted that the effectiveness of 
enforcement was negatively affected by low manpower. 
 
Furthermore, according to the 2016 report on the Elephant Trade Information System (ETIS) at 
CITES CoP17 Doc. 57.6 (Rev. 1),5 “Zimbabwe is the country that pulls the rule of law score down, 
indicating far greater governance challenges exist in that country” (p. 16). The World Justice 
Project (WJP) Rule of Law Index 2016 ranked Zimbabwe at 108 out of 113 countries and 
jurisdictions, meaning that Zimbabwe has the sixth worst rule of law.6 According to WJP, 
“Effective rule of law reduces corruption, combats poverty and disease, and protects people from 
injustices large and small. It is the foundation for communities of peace, opportunity, and equity—
underpinning development, accountable government, and respect for fundamental rights.”7 
 
Indeed, instead of effectively implementing and enforcing wildlife laws and regulations, ZPWMA 
personnel have been implicated in the illegal wildlife trade. In 2015, three ZPWMA staff members 
were arrested for involvement in the theft of ivory from a government stockpile held at Hwange 
National Park.8 The arrests came after a shipment of 62 tusks on its way to China was seized at the 
international airport in Harare. Serial numbers on the tusks were traced to the Hwange government 
stockpile. An alleged Chinese smuggler, who claimed he represented the Chinese government, had 
obtained export permit signed by the most senior of the three ZPWMA people arrested. All three 
were released from custody, the senior ZPWMA person after paying a $600 bail; none appeared 
in court again. Allegedly, the investigation was stopped after senior ZPWMA officials in Harare 
intervened in order to cover the involvement of other ZPWMA officials in the smuggling. The 
investigation seemed implicate senior parks and Ministry of Environment, Water and Climate 
officials. Allegedly, the ZPWMA trio had been exporting ivory from the stockpile since 2012. 

                                                           
4 http://www.zamsoc.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/MPNP-Anti-Poaching-Workshop-Summary-
Report-15-April-2015.pdf  
5 https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/17/WorkingDocs/E-CoP17-57-06-R1.pdf (viewed 5 October 
2017) 
6 https://worldjusticeproject.org/sites/default/files/documents/ROLIndex_2016_Zimbabwe_en.pdf 
(viewed 5 October 2017) 
7 https://worldjusticeproject.org/sites/default/files/documents/ROLIndex_2016_Zimbabwe_en.pdf 
(viewed 5 October 2017) 
8 https://oxpeckers.org/2016/04/how-to-steal-an-ivory-stockpile/ (viewed 5 October 2017) 

http://www.zamsoc.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/MPNP-Anti-Poaching-Workshop-Summary-Report-15-April-2015.pdf
http://www.zamsoc.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/MPNP-Anti-Poaching-Workshop-Summary-Report-15-April-2015.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/17/WorkingDocs/E-CoP17-57-06-R1.pdf
https://worldjusticeproject.org/sites/default/files/documents/ROLIndex_2016_Zimbabwe_en.pdf
https://worldjusticeproject.org/sites/default/files/documents/ROLIndex_2016_Zimbabwe_en.pdf
https://oxpeckers.org/2016/04/how-to-steal-an-ivory-stockpile/
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They had the assistance of ZPWMA security personnel and police units who guarded the trucks 
carrying the ivory over the 880 km from Hwange to the airport. 
 
Corrupt government officials allegedly have been involved in both poaching of elephants and 
illegal export of ivory tusks, and involvement in a transnational syndicate.9 Edson Chidziya, the 
former Director General, Zimbabwe Parks and Wildlife Management Authority, and one-time 
regional representative for Africa on the Animals Committee of the Convention on International 
Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES),10 and who has supported Safari 
Club International’s lawsuit against the U.S. Department of the Interior regarding the prohibition 
of elephant trophies from Zimbabwe,11 was fired in May 2017 for his alleged involvement in the 
disappearance of rhino horns worth $3 million two years before.12  
 
Of further concern is that the ZPWMA operates without a board which, as noted by Mupfiga and 
Chirimumimba (2015), creates “a leadership vacuum and also legal constraints for the validation 
of policy decisions and approval or authorization of programmes” and it is “worrying for State 
entities to operate without boards for long periods because management are then left to operate 
without accountability, a situation which may compromise the efficiency and effectiveness of an 
entity due mainly to the absence of an effective oversight function” (p. 4). 
 
Politics and corruption also play roles in trophy hunting in Zimbabwe. A 2012 news article 
explained how officials from Zimbabwe’s ruling party since 1980 sought to cash in on trophy 
hunting by taking over hunting concessions.13 A 2015 news article quoted Mary-Jane Ncube of a 
Zimbabwe NGO that monitors corruption, Transparency in Zimbabwe, as stating “In the area of 
conservation, I think it [the government] has behaved like a predatory state, going after big 
investments, giving them to cronies, family, and really not having any concern for communities 
that are dependent on that land …”14 Furthermore, she was quoted as saying, “National Parks was 
the authority in charge of concessions and licensing, but because of the corruption … concessions 
and licenses are now given according to who you are and who you can pay the highest dollar to.” 
A June 2017 news article described how the Tsholotsho Rural District Council sold permits to a 
safari hunting company, Lodzi Hunters, to hunt 50 elephants in order to get money to fund the 
construction of a football stadium. This reportedly came about after Higher and Tertiary Education, 
Science and Technology Development Minister Professor Jonathan Moyo, who is the MP for the 

                                                           
9 http://globaljournalist.org/2017/02/zimbabwe-journalist-fights-charges-poaching-report/ (viewed 10 
August 2017) 
10 https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/ac/22/E22-05-01.pdf (viewed 5 October 2017) 
11 https://www.courtlistener.com/docket/4212662/safari-club-international-v-jewell/ (viewed 5 October 
2017) 
12 http://www.thezimbabwean.co/2017/05/zim-wildlife-boss-fired-3m-rhino-horn-goes-missing-report/ 
(viewed 5 October 2017) 
13 https://mg.co.za/article/2012-09-07-00-big-bucks-trigger-zimbabwe-scramble (viewed 5 October 2017) 
14 https://mg.co.za/article/2015-10-22-hunters-feed-corrupt-zim-officials (viewed 5 October 2017) 

http://globaljournalist.org/2017/02/zimbabwe-journalist-fights-charges-poaching-report/
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/ac/22/E22-05-01.pdf
https://www.courtlistener.com/docket/4212662/safari-club-international-v-jewell/
http://www.thezimbabwean.co/2017/05/zim-wildlife-boss-fired-3m-rhino-horn-goes-missing-report/
https://mg.co.za/article/2012-09-07-00-big-bucks-trigger-zimbabwe-scramble
https://mg.co.za/article/2015-10-22-hunters-feed-corrupt-zim-officials


38 
 

area, made a deal with then Minister of Water, Climate and Environment, Saviour Kasukuwere, 
who then issued the hunting quota of 50 to the Council. Of relevance, according to Transparency 
International, in 2016 Zimbabwe was the 22nd most corrupt country, ranking 154 of 176.15 
 
Thus, the Service’s concern – expressed in its negative enhancement finding for Zimbabwe 
elephants in 2015 – that Zimbabwe’s wildlife laws and regulatory mechanisms are inadequately 
implemented and enforced (USFWS 2015) remains valid. 
 

(5) There is no evidence that revenue from lion hunting enhances the survival of lions 
 
The Service states “Hunting, if properly conducted and well managed, can generate significant 
economic benefits that may contribute to the conservation of lions. In looking at whether we are 
able to authorize the import of a trophy under the issuance criteria of 50 CFR 17.32, we will 
examine if the trophy hunting provides financial assistance to the wildlife department to carry out 
elements of the management program and if there is a compensation scheme or other incentives to 
benefit local communities that may be impacted by lion predation” (USFWS 2017, p. 5). It is clear 
from this statement that no amount of economic benefit from hunting will offset the detrimental 
effect on lion populations of unsustainable, poorly managed trophy hunting. Thus, any economic 
benefit from hunting alone is not sufficient evidence that hunting is enhancing the survival of lions. 
 
As noted previously, Zimbabwe’s wild lion populations have declined since 2002 and fewer than 
300 truly wild (not fenced in) male lions remain; Zimbabwe’s lion hunting quotas are not science-
based and age restrictions are poorly implemented; Zimbabwe’s lion management plan has not 
been substantially implemented after eleven years; and the ZPWMA does not receive funding from 
the Zimbabwe government and consequently has insufficient funds to enforce existing laws. Given 
this situation, lion hunting in Zimbabwe clearly is not properly conducted or well managed and it 
is irrelevant that there is economic benefit from such unsustainable hunting.  
 
Yet, the Service ignores the poor management of lion trophy hunting in Zimbabwe and states, 
“While, over the years, ZPWMA has failed to generate adequate revenue for its operations, U.S. 
sport hunters play a large role in the hunting industry of Zimbabwe. The Service anticipates that 
by granting the importation of sport-hunted lion trophies, there would be an increase in funds 
provided to Zimbabwe’s conservation initiatives through this program by U.S. sport hunters” 
(USFWS 2017, p. 19). 

As noted above, the Service states that it will examine “if there is a compensation scheme or other 
incentives to benefit local communities that may be impacted by lion predation” (USFWS 2017, 
p. 5). The Service explains, “we recognize that in many parts of the world, wildlife exists outside 

                                                           
15  https://www.transparency.org/news/feature/corruption_perceptions_index_2016 (viewed 5 October 
2017) 

https://www.transparency.org/news/feature/corruption_perceptions_index_2016
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of protected areas and must share the same habitat and compete with humans living in these areas 
for space and resources” and “if communities that share these resources with wildlife do not 
perceive any benefits from the presence of wildlife, they may be less willing to tolerate the wildlife. 
However, under certain circumstances, trophy hunting can address this problem by making 
wildlife more valuable to the local communities anti encourage community support for managing 
and conserving the hunted species, as well as other species.” Further, “A component of a 
management plan from which trophy imports would meet the issuance criteria would be whether 
there are government incentives in place that encourage habitat protection by private landowners 
and communities and incentives to local communities to reduce the incursion of livestock into 
protected areas or to actively manage livestock to reduce conflicts with lions” (USFWS 2017, p. 
5). The Service states, “Co-existence of lions and people is promoted through giving value to lions, 
through tourism and hunting in CAMPFIRE areas” (USFWS 2017, p. 8). 

First, the evidence before the Service demonstrates that the government of Zimbabwe is not 
actively mitigating human-lion conflict. Although one of the Outputs of Zimbabwe’s lion 
management plan is “Mitigation - Human-lion related conflicts minimized and, where possible, 
eliminated,” and this includes the target of “Incidents of human-lion conflict reduced by at least 
30% in 5 years while also reducing retaliatory killing,” this output and target have not been met. 
In its analysis of this output and target, the Service copies and pastes information from ZPWMA’s 
(2016) that “approaches to mitigate livestock losses and lion attacks on humans are in the process 
of being tested and implemented in Hwange and methods to mitigate lion attacks on livestock are 
being implemented as appropriate at selected sites (e.g. Tsholotshe)” (USFWS 2017, p. 11; and 
ZPWMA 2016, p. 12). Further, the Service states, “Additionally, to mitigate human-lion conflict, 
the "Long Shields Guardian Programme" was initiated whereby communities are notified of 
movements of collared lions into their areas via cell phone, and then have the opportunity to take 
appropriate action, such as moving cattle. In 2013 alone, 1,850 warnings were passed to the "Long 
Shields”” (USFWS 2017, p. 12). 

However, as explained in ZPWMA (2016), human-lion conflict mitigation being conducted in the 
country is limited to an Oxford University WildCru Lion Research project in the Hwange area, 
which includes the aforementioned Long Shields Guardian Programme and efforts to improve 
livestock husbandry to avoid lion attacks; this is not a government program and it is not 
implemented in all lion areas in Zimbabwe. The program is limited to the Hwange area and is the 
only such program noted in ZPWMA (2016) despite their acknowledgement that “The main source 
of illegal killing of lions is a result of Human-Lion conflict” (ZPWMA 2016, p. 44). Indeed, as 
noted previously, the number of lions killed as a result of human-lion conflict exceeds the number 
killed by trophy hunters. ZPWMA states, “The exact number of lions killed in this way is difficult 
to assess, but may number over 50/year” (ZPWMA 2016, p. 44); this compares to 49 lions trophy 
hunted in 2015, and 33 in 2016 (ZPWMA 2016, p. 38). 



40 
 

It must also be noted that the government of Zimbabwe does not compensate farmers for livestock 
lost to lions. According to a May 2017 news article by Jeffrey Moyo,16 “Villagers in this Southern 
African nation say despite the threat the lions pose to their livestock, national parks and wildlife 
authorities here are doing nothing to help them, as stray lions roam freely, and it takes park officials 
too much time to round them up. “Our lives are in danger. We can’t kill the lions even if we see 
them attacking our livestock because the law doesn’t let us; if you do it they put you in jail,” said 
Ezra Ncube, 37, a local villager. “But if our cows are eaten by lions, no one goes to jail and nobody 
even bothers to compensate us, yet the lions stray from parks and some private safaris.” 

One human-lion conflict mitigation effort conducted by a foreign university research team is not 
evidence that the government of Zimbabwe is making a serious effort to address human-lion 
conflict.  

Second, there is no evidence that there is flow of money from American lion trophy hunting in 
CAMPFIRE areas. According to ZPWMA (2016), “The potential and real loss of habitat and the 
fragmentation of range and conflicts with people in the absence of effective incentive mechanisms 
to maintain such habitat is probably the second greatest threat to lions after retaliatory killings” 
and “integrating income from lions into rural economies, and demonstrating that lions contribute 
to the welfare and development of people is regarded as one strategy to mitigate against this” 
(ZPWMA 2016, p. 44). ZPWMA states that 2010-2015, eight lions were hunted on CAMPFIRE 
land per year on average, and this generated US$ 40,000 per year (ZPWMA 2016, p. 31). Although 
it is stated that American hunters contribute 51% of all revenue generated by hunting in 
CAMPFIRE areas (not lion hunting specifically) (ZPWMA 2016, p. 31), the Service admits 
“While hunting is allowed in CAMPFIRE areas, it is unclear if American sport hunters conduct 
lion hunts in these areas” (USFWS 2017, p. 14). Consequently, the Service cannot reasonably 
conclude that U.S. hunter revenue is contributing to lions or their habitat on CAMPFIRE land. 

Third, there is no evidence that financial flow from lion hunting in CAMPFIRE areas has increased 
people’s tolerance of lions and has resulted in enhancement of the survival of lions. ZPWMA 
asserts that “The involvement and empowerment of rural people in natural resource management 
through the CAMPFIRE programme that strives to provide economic and financial incentives 
through sustainable use, is one of the main driving forces behind changes in attitudes towards 
wildlife in communities where lion-livestock conflicts occur” (ZPWMA 2016, p. 44). The Service 
similarly claims, citing to ZPWMA, that “co-existence of lions and people is promoted through 
giving value to lions, through tourism and hunting in CAMPFIRE areas” (USFWS 2017, p. 8). 
The Service further claims that “the participation of communities in CAMPFIRE has heralded a 
reversal in wildlife declines on private land. When the benefits of CAMPFIRE were extended to 
RDCs, it further aided in the equitable distribution of benefits from trophy hunting to local 
communities, which incentivizes them to conserve the African lion” (USFWS 2017, p. 15).  

                                                           
16 http://aa.com.tr/en/africa/stray-zimbabwe-lions-pit-villagers-vs-conservationists/818598  

http://aa.com.tr/en/africa/stray-zimbabwe-lions-pit-villagers-vs-conservationists/818598
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Harrison et al. (2014) provided a recent analysis of the CAMPFIRE program. The theory behind 
CAMPFIRE is to empower community members at a village level to control wildlife and its 
revenue, and to thus create an economic incentive for communities to conserve wildlife. But, 
according to Harrison et al., this is not actually happening. According to Harrison et al., although 
CAMPFIRE had a reputation of success in its early days, over time this perception eroded and by 
the late 1990s it was criticized for lack of participation, lack of empowerment and lack of 
participation of local communities in management of natural resources. The main problem with 
the way that CAMPFIRE was designed is that it established the rural district council, which 
represents numerous local communities, as the ‘local’ body in charge of natural resource 
management, rather than the local communities themselves. Harrison et al. state, “Failure to 
provide benefits to the local communities and to successfully devolve management are just two of 
the many common criticisms” (p. 8). Among these criticisms is “insufficient action to tackling 
problems of elite-capture of resources and wildlife-based tourist revenues within RDCs” (p. 9).  
 
Harrison et al. (2014) studied the CAMPFIRE program in the Binga district, which is part of 
Sebungwe, and the Chiredzi district, which is part of Gonarhezou; as noted previously, the elephant 
populations of both Sebungwe and Gonarhezou have experienced dramatic elephant population 
declines in recent years. The authors found that CAMPFIRE failed as a governance system for 
community involvement and empowerment and that the “community-based” terminology is 
merely rhetoric. They warn that new “community-based” natural resource management projects 
need to “be aware of the disconnect between the local citizens (as their key stakeholders) and what 
the RDC may believe and be happy to approve” (p. 30). They conclude “The lack of understanding 
and attention paid to the sub-district governance system for natural resource management has 
meant that project implementation has negatively affected the system as a whole, including the 
people within it, as well as the project outcomes” (p. 31). They said, “CAMPFIRE has continued 
to try and operate in a system it increasingly did not understand and thus its structures did not map 
appropriately onto those operating at the sub-district level. As a partial result of this, the 
programme has largely collapsed in many parts of the country” … “including in the four case study 
villages. The benefits experienced by the communities involved over the projects’ lifespans have 
been negligible” (p. 32). 
 
Two news reports by Debra Patta looked at local perspectives in Zimbabwe on the claim that 
trophy hunting benefits local communities. One news report quoted Emmanual Fundira, who heads 
Safari Operators Association of Zimbabwe as saying that although part of the hunting fees paid by 
trophy hunters is supposed to go to conservation and community projects, in fact it rarely does.17 
In another article, Fundira stated, “If you talk to communities today and say ‘Campfire’ they don’t 

                                                           
17 http://www.cbsnews.com/news/zimbabwe-corruption-trophy-hunting-cecil-lion-conservation/ (viewed 
9 August 2017) 

http://www.cbsnews.com/news/zimbabwe-corruption-trophy-hunting-cecil-lion-conservation/
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want to hear. They say Campfire is not benefitting them at all and that in itself is a disaster.”18 The 
article also quoted a CAMPFIRE rural district council CEO named Phindile Ncube as saying that 
his community earned $158,000 in a year for infrastructure and “feeding schemes.” However, the 
article quoted a villager named Edward Ngwenya who said he hadn’t received anything from the 
RDC. This was confirmed in another report which said that, while money from trophy hunting is 
promised to poor communities, they are only getting poorer.19 Another news article quoted a local 
chief, Victor Nekatambe, commenting on the fact that local rural district councils manage 
CAMFIRE and that communities do not receive funding: “They are getting nothing, absolutely 
nothing.”20 
 
Indeed, most wildlife poachers are from local communities that are receiving financial benefits 
from trophy hunting. Gandiwa et al. (2014) studied law enforcement in Gonarezhou NP by 
interviewing law enforcement staff from Feb-May 2011. They found “Nearly all respondents 
(95%; n = 40) reported that most poachers were residents of villages adjacent to GNP (≤ 20 km); 
whereas about 5 % (n = 2) reported that only the commercial poachers were those living far away 
from GNP (> 20 km)” (p. 122-123). The Service ignored these readily available sources of 
pertinent information in making its October 2017 enhancement finding. 

Therefore, it is erroneous for the Service to conclude that revenue generated through trophy 
hunting of lions actually provides an incentive to local communities to conserve lions. Simply, 
lion hunting revenue cannot be found to enhance the survival of lions when lion hunting is being 
poorly managed in Zimbabwe. 
 

Conclusion 

 
The Service’s enhancement finding for lions taken as hunting trophies in Zimbabwe during 2016, 
2017 and 2018 is the result of a lack of critical analysis of information contained in documents 
submitted to the Service by the government of Zimbabwe and others (and the Service failed to 
solicit comment from knowledgeable stakeholders, contrary to its assertion in the October 2017 
finding). The Service repeatedly cites to information contained in ZPWMA (2016) and du Preez 
et al. (2016), often copying and pasting the text from these documents in the finding, although the 
original documents lack evidence to support the claims made. As a result, the finding is the product 
of a lack of scientific rigor, in violation of the Endangered Species Act.   
 

                                                           
18 https://zimbabwe-today.com/corrupt-government-officials-and-cabals-profit-from-trophy-hunting-
riches-in-zimbabwe/ (viewed 9 August 2017) 
19 https://zimbabwe-today.com/corrupt-government-officials-and-cabals-profit-from-trophy-hunting-
riches-in-zimbabwe/ (viewed 9 August 2017) 
20 https://zimbabwe-today.com/corrupt-government-officials-and-cabals-profit-from-trophy-hunting-
riches-in-zimbabwe/ (viewed 9 August 2017) 

https://zimbabwe-today.com/corrupt-government-officials-and-cabals-profit-from-trophy-hunting-riches-in-zimbabwe/
https://zimbabwe-today.com/corrupt-government-officials-and-cabals-profit-from-trophy-hunting-riches-in-zimbabwe/
https://zimbabwe-today.com/corrupt-government-officials-and-cabals-profit-from-trophy-hunting-riches-in-zimbabwe/
https://zimbabwe-today.com/corrupt-government-officials-and-cabals-profit-from-trophy-hunting-riches-in-zimbabwe/
https://zimbabwe-today.com/corrupt-government-officials-and-cabals-profit-from-trophy-hunting-riches-in-zimbabwe/
https://zimbabwe-today.com/corrupt-government-officials-and-cabals-profit-from-trophy-hunting-riches-in-zimbabwe/
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Further, there are numerous, inexplicable internal inconsistencies in the Service’s finding. For 
example, the Service concludes that “Based on the information available to the Service, the funds 
generated by hunting trophies contribute to the ZPWMA's ability to manage the country's lion 
populations as well as the success of CAMPFIRE” (p. 16, emphasis added); but earlier in the 
finding, the Service states, “While hunting is allowed in CAMPFIRE areas, it is unclear if 
American sport hunters conduct lion hunts in these areas” (p. 14). Thus, the facts found by the 
agency do not match the conclusions drawn and the finding is therefore arbitrary and capricious. 
 
Numerous recent studies in the Service’s possession have demonstrated that Zimbabwe has poorly 
managed lion trophy hunting. For ecample, Groom et al. (2014) found that unsustainably high 
trophy hunting quotas in the concessions, mostly CAMPFIRE areas, around Gonarezhou in 2009-
2010 caused the population to collapse; and, similarly, Loveridge et al. (2016) provided 
quantitative evidence that uncontrolled trophy hunting of lions in areas around Hwange National 
Park in 2000-2012 was a cause of population decline. Thus, information provided to the Service 
from Zimbabwe must be subject to scrutiny and carefully examined for veracity, but the Service 
failed to do so in issuing its finding. 
 
An objective analysis of this information must lead to conclusions that:  

 Unfenced lion populations in Zimbabwe have declined over the past decade and today 
fewer than 300 truly wild adult male lions remain in the country. 

 Zimbabwe’s lion hunting quotas are not science-based, and age restrictions are poorly 
implemented and do not apply to all lion hunting areas in the country. 

 Zimbabwe’s 11-year-old lion management plan still has not been substantially 
implemented. 

 ZPWMA lacks funding to enforce existing laws. 
 There is no evidence that revenue from American lion hunting enhances the survival of 

lions. 
 
For these reasons, we strongly urge the Service to rescind its determination that the import of lions 
taken in Zimbabwe in 2016, 2017 and 2018 would meet the issuance criteria under 50 C.F.R. § 
17.32. Issuing any import permits for lion trophies from Zimbabwe pursuant to this finding would 
violate the Endangered Species Act and FWS regulations. This letter serves as formal opposition 
to any application for an import permit for a lion trophy from Zimbabwe and HSUS, HSI, and 
HSLF request that FWS provide ten days advance notification (via email, 
afrostic@humanesociety.org) prior to the issuance of any such permits. See 50 C.F.R. §§ 17.22(e), 
17.32.21 

                                                           
21 HSUS has previously called on FWS to publish notice in the Federal Register of threatened species permit 
applications, and we reassert that such action is essential to create transparency in FWS’ enhancement 
analysis for African lion activities, consistent with the intent of ESA Section 10. Similarly, it is arbitrary 

mailto:afrostic@humanesociety.org
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Managing Attorney, Wildlife Litigation   Director, Wildlife Department 
The Humane Society of the United States   Humane Society International 
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Petition to List the African Elephant as Endangered 
 

 

Honorable Sally Jewell  
Secretary of the Interior  
1849 C Street, N.W.  
Washington. D.C. 20240 

 
Mr. Dan Ashe, Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
1849 C Street, N.W.  
Washington. D.C. 20240 

 
PETITIONERS 

 
Humane Society International  
2100 L Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20037 
 
The Humane Society of the United States  
2100 L Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20037 

 
International Fund for Animal Welfare 
290 Summer Street 
Yarmouth Port, MA 02675 
 
The Fund for Animals 
200 West 57th Street 
New York, NY 10019 

 
Date: February 11, 2015 

 
NOTICE OF PETITION 
 
Pursuant to Section 4(b) of the Endangered Species Act (“ESA”), 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b), Section 
553(e) of the Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. § 553(e), and 50 C.F.R. § 424.14(a), 
Petitioners, The International Fund for Animal Welfare, Humane Society International, The 
Humane Society of the United States, and The Fund for Animals hereby Petition the Secretary 
of the Interior and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (“USFWS” or “the Service”) to reclassify the 
African elephant (Loxodonta africana) from Threatened to Endangered. 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6) 
(“The term ‘endangered species’ means any species which is in danger of extinction throughout 
all or a significant portion of its range…”).  

 
This Petition presents substantial scientific and commercial information indicating that the 
African elephant is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range. See 
50 C.F.R. § 424.14(b)(1) (“substantial information” is “that amount of information that would 
lead a reasonable person to believe that the measure proposed in the Petition may be 
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warranted”). Therefore, the Secretary of the Interior must make an initial finding “that the 
petitioned action may be warranted.” 16 U.S.C. §1533(b)(3)(A)(emphasis added) (The Secretary 
must make this initial finding “[t]o the maximum extent practicable, within 90 days after 
receiving the Petition”); HSUS v. Pritzker, 2014 WL 6946022 (D.D.C. 2014) (holding that 
conclusive evidence is not required to make a positive 90-day finding). Petitioners are confident 
that a status review of the species, as required by 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(B), will support a 
finding that reclassifying the African elephant as Endangered is in fact warranted. 

 
The African elephant has suffered a major reduction in population size across its range primarily 
due to habitat loss, commercial overutilization, and severe poaching, and such decline continues 
unabated. The USFWS has a duty to protect the iconic African elephant by listing the species as 
Endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act, which would meaningfully contribute to 
African elephant conservation by strictly regulating the import, export, and interstate commerce 
in African elephant parts and products.  See 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b),(c) (providing that federal 
agencies “shall utilize their authorities in furtherance of” the conservation purpose of the ESA). 
In order to promote African elephant conservation, as mandated by the ESA, the Service must 
(via an Endangered listing) require that trade in African elephant parts only occurs if it would in 
fact enhance the propagation or survival of the species or is for scientific purposes that benefit 
the species. Therefore, Petitioners strongly urge the Service to grant this Petition and conduct a 
status review of the species. 

 
 
 

Respectfully submitted, 

 
__________________________ 
Jeff Flocken 
International Fund for Animal Welfare 
jflocken@ifaw.org 
(202) 536-1904 
 
 

 
_____________________________ 
Teresa Telecky 
Humane Society International 
ttelecky@hsi.org  
(301) 258-1430 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
This Petition demonstrates that the African elephant (Loxodonta africana) meets the statutory 
criteria for an Endangered listing under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). 
 
The petitioners – The Humane Society of the United States, Humane Society International, The 
International Fund for Animal Welfare, and The Fund for Animals – submit this Petition to the 
Secretary of the Interior and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service requesting reclassification of the 
African elephant from Threatened to Endangered under the ESA. The ESA requires listing a 
species as “Endangered” when it “is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion 
of its range.” 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6). As demonstrated herein, both of the two known subspecies of 
African elephant, the savanna elephant (Loxodonta africana africana) and the forest elephant 
(Loxodonta africana cyclotis), are facing catastrophic population declines, and elephants meet the 
definition of Endangered across their African range. 
 
The Act requires the Secretary to determine within 90 days of receiving a petition whether the 
petition “presents substantial scientific or commercial information indicating that the petitioned 
action may be warranted.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(A). Such determination must be made solely on 
the basis of the “best scientific and commercial data available.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). 
Following a positive 90-day finding, the Secretary must, within one year of receipt of the Petition, 
complete a review of the status of the species, publish a finding of whether the action is warranted 
and, if so, promptly propose a rule to change the listing status. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(B). Should a 
rule be proposed, the Secretary has an additional year to finalize regulations protecting the species. 
16 U.S.C. §1533(b)(6)(A). 
 
Once a foreign species is listed as Endangered, protection under the ESA occurs by, inter alia, 
prohibiting import, export, and interstate commerce in live animals and parts derived from wild 
populations, unless such activity enhances the propagation or survival of the species or is for 
conservation science purposes. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). Furthermore, Section 8 of the ESA 
provides for “International Cooperation” in the conservation of foreign species, and listing a 
foreign species heightens global awareness about the importance of conserving the species. 
 
This Petition describes the natural history and biology of the African elephant and the current status 
and distribution of the subspecies. The Petition evaluates the threats to the continued existence of 
the African elephant and shows that the species’ population size is in alarming and precipitous 
decline due to rampant poaching, severe habitat loss, and commercial overutilization. The Petition 
also demonstrates how Americans engaging in unsustainable international trade of African 
elephants and their parts are negatively impacting the conservation status of the species. Existing 
laws and regulations are inadequate to address the numerous and interacting threats to the African 
elephant and listing the African elephant as Endangered is necessary to promote the conservation 
of the species, as required by law. 
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Status and Distribution 
 
For over 30 years, the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) has recognized that the African 
elephant (Loxodonta africana) is threatened with extinction.1 The International Union for the 
Conservation of Nature (IUCN) also lists the species as Vulnerable2 on its Red List of Threatened 
Species because it is considered to have a high risk of extinction in the wild (2008).3  
 
In 1978, the USFWS found “at least 1.3 million” African elephants were “still in existence”.4 
Using the best estimate of elephant numbers from systematic surveys5 there were likely 523,872 
elephants in Africa in 2012.6 Thus, the best available science shows that the African elephant has 
suffered a population-wide decline of roughly 60% since the Service listed the African elephant as 
Threatened in 1978. This sharp decline is a result of habitat loss, poaching, commercial 
exploitation, trophy hunting, human-elephant conflict, regional conflict and instability, and climate 
change, which all presently combine to put the species in danger of extinction.7 Indeed, the 
Secretariat for the Convention on International Trade of Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and 
Flora (CITES) states that “poaching numbers in Africa remain at levels that are unsustainable, with 
mortality exceeding the natural birth rate, resulting in an ongoing decline in African elephant 
numbers.”8 
 
Present or Threatened Destruction, Modification, or Curtailment of Habitat or Range 
 
In addition to the African elephant’s precipitous population decline, the species’ range has 
contracted significantly as well. In 1979, the African elephant’s range spanned 7.3 million km2 
(Figure 1).9 As of 2007, African elephants inhabited only 3.3 million km2 (Figure 2).10 This is a 
                                                           
1 50 C.F.R. § 17.11; 43 Fed. Reg. 20499 (May 12, 1978).  
2 J. J. Blanc, 2008. Loxodonta africana. [hereinafter “Blanc, Loxodonta africana”]; The IUCN Red List of Threatened 
Species. Version 2014.2. (2008), www.iucnredlist.org [hereinafter “IUCN Red List 2014”]. 
3 IUCN, 1994 Categories and Criteria (version 2.3). IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. (1994), 
http://www.iucnredlist.org/technical-documents/categories-and-criteria/1994-categories-criteria [hereinafter “IUCN 
Red List 2.3”].  
4 43 Fed. Reg. at 20500.  
5 J. J. Blanc, et al., African Elephant Status Report 2002: An Update from the African Elephant Database (IUCN/SSC 
African Elephant Specialist Grp. 2003), 
http://www.iucn.org/about/work/programmes/species/who_we_are/ssc_specialist_groups_and_red_list_authorities_dir
ectory/mammals/african_elephant/data/reports/?uPubsID=2749 [hereinafter “African Elephant Status Report 2002”].  
6 IUCN, Elephant Database, 2012 Continental Totals (2012),  
http://www.elephantdatabase.org/preview_report/2013_africa/Loxodonta_africana/2012/Africa [hereinafter “IUCN, 
Elephant Database”]. 
7 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response Assessment: Elephants in the Dust, the African Elephant Crisis. United Nations 
Environment Program. (2013), http://www.cites.org/common/resources/pub/Elephants_in_the_dust.pdf [hereinafter 
“UNEP et al., A Rapid Response”].  
8 CITES, Elephant Conservation, Illegal Killing, and Ivory Trade. (2014). 10. Available at 
http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf  [hereinafter “CITES, Elephant 
Conservation”].  
9 I. Douglas-Hamilton. 1979. African elephant ivory trade- Final report to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
Typescript. As cited in CITES Doc. 7.43, Annex 2, the United Republic of Tanzania Proposal to Amendments to 
Appendices I and II, 1989 [hereinafter “Douglas-Hamilton, Final Report”]; See also Peter Jackson, The Future of 
Elephants and Rhinos in Africa. 11 Ambio 202-205 (2003). 
10 J. J. Blanc, et al., No. 33, African Elephant Status Report 2007: An Update from the African Elephant Database. 
Occasional Paper Series of the IUCN Species Survival Commission (IUCN/SSC African Elephant Specialist Grp. 
2007), 
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54.8% range reduction over 28 years, and is attributable to factors such as increased human 
population density and industrial and agricultural development.11  
 
As the human population continues to expand throughout the range of the African elephants, 
habitat loss and degradation are expected to continue to be a major threat to the survival of 
elephants. Expansive habitat is a prerequisite for healthy elephant populations, given their nature as 
a migratory animal and the heavy impacts they will cause on a landscape if a population is 
concentrated in one place for too long.  
 
As African countries continue to modernize, “habitat encroachment, increased human population 
densities, urban expansion, agricultural development, deforestation and infrastructure 
development”12 will likely continue to escalate and impact the long-term prognosis for the species. 
Already, this process of development has impacted nearly a third of existing elephant range, a 
figure that could double by 2050.13 The issue of habitat loss is not merely one of temporary 
displacement of elephants by humans: land use patterns, such as the transformation of woodland or 
savanna to agricultural land, can have a major long-term impact on resident elephants.14 Other 
threats to habitat and range for African elephants include human-elephant conflict, the effects of 
war and civil conflict, and climate change and desertification. 
 
Overutilization for Commercial, Recreational, or Scientific Purposes 
 
Analysis of trade in African elephants and their parts clearly shows that the species is overutilized.  
While international trade that is currently legal can be monitored via the CITES trade database, 
illegal trade is more difficult to precisely quantify. But there is a clear link between legal trade and 
illegal trade, and increased oversight of the international and domestic trade in ivory and other 
elephant parts and products is needed to bring the African elephant back from the brink of 
extinction.   
 
Original analysis15 presented in this Petition shows that between 2003 and 2012, net imports from 
all sources and for all legal purposes represented approximately 49,501 African elephants in 
international trade.16 Net U.S. imports from all sources and for all legal purposes represented 
approximately 8,119 African elephants in international trade. The CITES decisions to approve 
sales of stockpiled ivory from Botswana, Namibia, Zimbabwe, and South Africa to Asian markets17 
                                                                                                                                                                                                
http://www.iucn.org/about/work/programmes/species/who_we_are/ssc_specialist_groups_and_red_list_authorities_dir
ectory/mammals/african_elephant/data/reports/?uPubsID=3407 [hereinafter “African Elephant Status Report 2007”].  
11 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response. 
12 African Elephant Status Report 2007; see also African Elephant Status Report 2002.  
13 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 7. 
14 R. E. Hoare & J. T. Du Toit, Coexistence Between People and Elephants in African Savannas, 13Conservation 
Biology 633-639 (1999), 
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/227623128_Coexistence_between_People_and_Elephants_in_African_Savan
nas [hereinafter “Hoare & Du Toit, Coexistence Between People and Elephants”].  
15 The analysis consists of data compiled from the CITES Trade Database in October 2014, available at 
http://trade.cites.org/. CITES, CITES Trade Database, 2013 (2013), http://trade.cites.org/. (last visited Feb. 9, 2015). 
16 Note that there is a one-to-one ratio between trophy imports, body imports, and live imports and the number of 
elephants.  
17 CITES, Illegal ivory trade driven by unregulated domestic markets, 4 Oct. 2002, available at 
http://www.cites.org/eng/news/pr/2002/021004_ivory.shtml (last visited Feb 9, 2015) [hereinafter “CITES, Illegal 
ivory trade”]. 
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stimulated international demand for elephant parts and creates confusion amongst consumers about 
the legal status of the elephant products in trade.18 For example, after the 2008 sale, there was 
immediately an unprecedented spike in imports of ivory, and net imports of African elephant 
specimens have grown substantially since then.  
 
Remarkably, the U.S. is one of the leading importers of African elephant specimens—
predominantly for commercial, personal and hunting trophy purposes. Further, federal law 
enforcement officials routinely seize shipments of ivory directly from Africa, proving that the U.S. 
is an end market for illegal ivory products.19 The U.S. plays a significant role in the overutilization 
of the species – large amounts of ivory are offered for sale on the domestic market that appear to 
have been carved after the 1989 CITES Appendix I listing,  implying that they were illegally 
imported.20  
 
The African elephant is in danger of extinction due to this overutilization for commercial and 
recreational purposes, and elephant poaching to supply this demand has reached a level that is not 
biologically sustainable.21   
 
Inadequacy of Existing Regulatory Mechanisms 
 
The African elephant is the subject of a large and varied body of law—including local, national, 
and international laws—much of which is designed to protect the species through mechanisms such 
as trade controls and direct prohibitions on take. Collectively, these laws and regulations have 
failed to prevent the drastic population loss and range declines the species is currently facing.  
For example, CITES suffers from inconsistent implementation and enforcement, with politics 
influencing Appendix listing decisions, and compliance failures. Additionally, CITES is not 
designed to control domestic markets, nor does it address non-trade related threats such as habitat 
loss. The Parties to CITES have also, on two separate occasions, undermined elephant conservation 
by sanctioning ivory stockpile sales. Other conventions such as the Convention on Migratory 
Species, regional efforts like the African Union and the Lusaka Agreement, as well as national laws 
in range, transit and consumer states, have all failed to protect the elephant from its current decline.  
 
The U.S.—a significant ivory consumer country—only lists the species as Threatened under the 
ESA, with a “special rule” that allows significant trade in the species to continue without sufficient 
oversight of interstate and foreign commerce in ivory, hunting trophies, and other products. 50 
C.F.R. § 17.40(e). The African Elephant Conservation Act (AfECA) created U.S.-sponsored 
conservation programs and additional international trade restrictions on ivory, and the Lacey Act 
criminalizes commercial activity in wildlife products illegally obtained, but neither of these two 
laws has the ability to meaningfully address the U.S. role in the current poaching crisis, as would 
                                                           
18 CITES, Ivory Auctions Raise 15 Million U.S.D. for Elephant Conservation , 
http://www.cites.org/eng/news/pr/2008/081107_ivory.shtml (last visited Feb. 9, 2015) [hereinafter “CITES, Ivory 
Auctions Raise 15 Million U.S.D.”].  
19 Beth Allgood, et al., U.S. Ivory Trade: Can a Crackdown on Trafficking Save the Last Titan?, 20 Animal L. 27, 36 
(2013) [hereinafter “Allgood et al., U.S. Ivory Trade”].  
20 D. Stiles & E. Martin, The U.S.A’s Ivory Markets—How Much a Threat to Elephants?, 45 Pachyderm 67 (July 
2008–June 2009), available at www.pachydermjournal.org/index.php/pachy/article/view/13/52 [hereinafter “Stiles & 
Martin, U.S.A.’s Ivory Markets”]. 
21 CITES, Elephant Conservation, Illegal Killing, and Ivory Trade. (2014). 10. Available at 
http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf . 
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an Endangered uplisting for the species.   
 
The Service recognized over a year ago that additional ESA regulation is needed to promote 
African elephant conservation and to meet the goals of the National Strategy for Combating 
Wildlife Trafficking (and issued Director’s Order 210 to clarify implementation of existing law). 
But to date no such amendment for the African elephant ESA regulations has been formally 
proposed, and neither a change to the existing African elephant special rule (nor the recent changes 
to the U.S. CITES regulations) would be as beneficial to the species as a change in the listing 
status, from Threatened to Endangered.  
 
Conclusion 
 
This Petition demonstrates that the African elephant meets the criteria for listing as Endangered 
under the ESA and therefore the species must be uplisted. The best scientific and commercial data 
available demonstrate that the population and range of the African elephant have significantly 
decreased, and continue to decrease, and that the African elephant is in danger of extinction 
throughout “all or a significant portion of its range” based on the statutory listing factors. 16 U.S.C. 
§§ 1532(6), 1533(a).  
 
The African elephant faces serious threats due to rampant poaching, loss of habitat, exploitation, 
retaliatory killings linked to human-elephant conflict, the effects of war and civil conflict, and 
climate change. Legal trade in African elephant products has stimulated demand for ivory that 
cannot be completely met by legal trade, subsequently driving the catastrophic increase in 
poaching. The species is not adequately protected by existing regulatory measures at national, 
regional or international levels. Listing the African elephant as Endangered under the ESA would 
be a meaningful step toward reversing the decline of the species by ensuring that the U.S. does not 
allow the importation of or interstate commerce in African elephants or their parts unless doing 
promotes the conservation of the species, and by raising global awareness about the alarming and 
increasingly precarious status of this iconic species. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
 

The African elephant (Loxodonta africana) is a globally recognized wildlife icon, one of the most 
intelligent and emotive animals in the world. It is also a species in crisis from both short and long 
term threats that endanger its future existence on the planet. Habitat loss, commercial exploitation, 
unsustainable trophy hunting, human-elephant conflict, and rampant poaching are all threats 
menacingly circling the species and putting it on the brink of extinction. 
 
The United States has a vital role to play in saving the African elephant, and, as demonstrated in 
this petition, the Fish and Wildlife Service is legally required to uplist the species from Threatened 
to Endangered. The benefits that would accompany an Endangered listing under the Endangered 
Species Act—including limits on imports and exports linked to unnecessary killings for sport or 
commercial trade, an open and transparent review of elephant exploitation by Americans, and 
global attention on the poaching crisis —will all help this species recover.   
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II. STATUS AND DISTRIBUTION OF THE AFRICAN ELEPHANT 
 

A. Status 
 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service listed the African elephant as Threatened under the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) in 1978 (following a petition from The Fund for Animals). 43 Fed. 
Reg. 20499 (May 12, 1978).22 As the Service recognized then, “the African elephant is among the 
world’s most commercially valuable animals”, “ivory hunting, mainly illegal, is the greatest 
immediate threat to the species”, and that elephant populations “could be entirely wiped out, if 
large scale poaching continues.”23 In 1989, the Service considered a request to reclassify African 
elephants from Threatened to Endangered, following a petition from The Humane Society of the 
United States and other organizations – the Service acknowledged then that “the status of the 
African elephant has deteriorated substantially since the species was originally classified as 
threatened in 1978” due to “intensive poaching to obtain elephant ivory and subsequent 
international trade of this product.”24 Unfortunately, African elephant populations continue to 
decline due to intensive poaching and trafficking and are on the brink of being “wiped out”. 
 
Estimating current elephant population numbers can be difficult due to variances in data reliability 
and availability.25 The IUCN Species Survival Commission’s African Elephant Specialist Group 
periodically produces status updates on the African elephant. The most recent update, which 
includes data up to 2012,26 relies on data from the African Elephant Database, which is considered 
the most reliable and authoritative source for data concerning African elephant populations.27 In 
the Database, experts utilize a series of algorithms to account for data quality and survey reliability 
when categorizing data as DEFINITE, PROBABLE, POSSIBLE, and SPECULATIVE numbers of 
elephants.28 These estimates are not cumulative, so for example a PROBABLE estimate does not 
include the DEFINITE estimate. Instead, the totals are minimum estimates that can be considered 
additively. Therefore, “in order to produce national, regional and continental totals, the variances 
of sample counts are added together in order to produce a 95% confidence interval … before 
allocation of the pooled estimates to the four groups.”29   
 
In 1979, the Service found that there are “at least 1.3 million of these animals still in existence.”30 
Experts estimate that there were between 433,999 and 683,888 elephants in 2012.31 Of this, 
433,999 are categorized as DEFINITE, 89,873 are PROBABLE, 54,636 are POSSIBLE, and 
                                                           
22 The IUCN lists the species as Vulnerable on its Red List of Threatened Species because it is considered to have a 
high risk of extinction in the wild. Loxodonta africana; IUCN Red List  2014.2; IUCN Red List 2.3. 
23 43 Fed. Reg at 20503. 
24 54 Fed. Reg. 26812 (June 26, 1989). See also 56 Fed. Reg. 11392 (March 18, 1991) (proposing to list African 
elephants as endangered, except in Botswana, Zimbabwe, and South Africa); 57 Fed. Reg. 35473, 35474 (Aug. 10, 
1992) (declining to grant additional protection to African elephants, based on the rational that “overexploitation seems 
to be controlled because of: (1) Enhanced anti-poaching activities, (2) the CITES appendix I listing, and (3) various 
ivory import moratoria. There is substantial evidence that the illegal offtake of elephants on a continent-wide basis is 
significantly reduced and is probably somewhat less than recruitment.”). 
25 African Elephant Status Report 2007. 
26 IUCN, Elephant Database.  
27 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
28 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 11. 
29 Id. 
30 43 Fed. Reg. 20499.  
31 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
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105,380 are SPECULATIVE.32 According to the 2007 African Elephant Status Report by Blanc et 
al., “the sum of these two categories [DEFINITE and PROBABLE] provides the ‘best estimate’” 
of elephant numbers from systematic surveys.”33 Therefore, there were likely at least 523,872 
elephants in Africa as of 2012.34 Thus, the best available science shows that the species has 
suffered a population-wide decline of roughly 60% since the Service recognized (over 30 years 
ago) that the species is likely to become endangered. 
 
Recent scientific studies indicate a downward trend in multiple African elephant populations 
across the continent.35 As discussed in detail below, threats like habitat loss,36 poaching,37 human-
elephant conflict,38 institutional corruption,39 and climate change,40 presently combine to 
jeopardize the species’ survival. Illegal trade is a primary concern at present, and the CITES 
Secretariat states that “poaching numbers in Africa remain at levels that are unsustainable, with 
mortality exceeding the natural birth rate, resulting in an ongoing decline in African elephant 
numbers.”41 
 
Although North Africa was once part of the African elephant’s range, the species is now extinct in 
this region.42 About 52% of Africa’s DEFINITE and PROBABLE numbers of elephants are found 
in Southern Africa,43 with most living in Botswana.44 Eastern Africa holds slightly over 28% of 
the DEFINITE and PROBABLE population, and the majority of elephants in this region are 
located in Kenya and Tanzania.45 West Africa contains 1.6% of Africa’s DEFINITE and 
PROBABLE elephants, and while data are sparse for Central Africa populations, experts estimate 
that 17% of DEFINITE and PROBABLE elephants are located in this area.46 Most of the 
DEFINITE and PROBABLE numbers of elephants in Central Africa are located in Congo, the 

                                                           
32 Id. 
33 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 14. 
34 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
35 See, e.g., Philippe Bouché et al., Will Elephants Soon Disappear from West African Savannahs? 6 PloS ONE 
(2011), http://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0020619 [hereinafter “Bouché et al., Will 
Elephants Soon Disappear”]; CITES Secretariat, IUCN/SSC African Elephant Specialist Grp. & TRAFFIC Int'l, 
Status of African Elephant Populations and Levels of Illegal Killing and the Illegal Trade in Ivory: A Report to the 
African Elephant Summit. (2013), 
https://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/african_elephant_summit_background_document_2013_en.pdf [hereinafter 
“CITES, Status of African Elephant Populations”]; Fiona Maisels et al., Devastating Decline of Forest Elephants in 
Central Africa, 8 PLoS ONE (2013), http://www.plosone.org/article/info%3Adoi%2F10.1371%2Fjournal.pone (last 
visited Nov. 4, 2014) [hereinafter “Maisels et al., Devastating Decline”]; UNEP et al. A Rapid Response; George 
Wittemyer et al., Illegal Killing for Ivory Drives Global Decline in African Elephants., 111 PNAS (2014), 
http://www.pnas.org/content/111/36/13117.abstract [hereinafter “Wittemyer et al., Illegal Killing”]. 
36 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 15. 
37 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 32. 
38 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 41. 
39 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 41, 43. 
40 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 21. 
41 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 10.  
42 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 15. 
43 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
44 CITES, Status of African Elephant Populations at 2. 
45 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
46 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
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Democratic republic of Congo, and Gabon.47 Population estimates are uncertain for Senegal, 
Somalia, and Sudan.48 
 
Table 1: Population and Range Estimates for the African Elephant (2012)49 

  
  Population Data Range Data 

Region50 Country Definite Probable Possible Speculative 
Range 
Area 
(km²) 

% of 
Regional 

Range 

 
IQI51 

C
en

tra
l A

fr
ic

a 

Cameroon 775 1,079 2,150 10,045 120,510 12 0.05 
Central 
African 
Republic 

1,019 113 113 1,040 81,041 8 0.48 

Chad 454 0 2,000 550 149,443 15 0.04 

Congo 7,198 30,979 11,071 0 141,302 14 0.31 

Democratic 
Republic of 
Congo 

1,708 3,036 5,099 3,831 276,209 27 0.16 

Equatorial 
Guinea 

0 0 700 630 15,023 1 0 

Gabon 4,996 30,511 12,103 29,642 221,706 22 0.43 

Totals 16,486 65,104 26,310 45,738 1,005,234 100 0.29 

Ea
st

er
n 

A
fr

ic
a 

Eritrea 96 0 8 0 5,275 1 0.92 

Ethiopia 628 0 220 912 38,417 4 0.24 

Kenya 26,365 771 3,825 5,299 111,423 13 0.68 

Rwanda 11 17 54 0 1,014 0 0.23 

Somalia 0 0 0 70 4,525 1 0 

South Sudan 1,172 5,882 5,882 0 309,897 35 0.19 

Tanzania 95,351 10,278 10,927 900 387,538 44 0.56 

Uganda 2,223 1,031 903 385 15,228 2 0.51 

Totals 130,859 12,966 16,700 7,566 873,318 100 0.49 

So
ut

he
r

n 
A

fr
ic

a Angola 818 801 851 60 406,003 31 0.03 

Botswana 133,088 21,183 21,183 0 100,253 8 0.58 

                                                           
47 CITES, Status of African Elephant Populations at 2. 
48 CITES, Status of African Elephant Populations at 2. 
49 Data from IUCN, Elephant Database. According to the African Elephant Database, “totals for the Definite, 
Probable, and Possible categories are derived by pooling the variances of individual estimates, as described at 
http://www.elephantdatabase.org/reliability. As a result, totals do not necessarily match the simple sum of the entries 
within a given category.” Additionally, the percent of range assessed per country and the Priority for Future Surveys 
scores are available at IUCN, Elephant Database. 
50 Note that the African elephant was historically present in North Africa, but is now extinct in this region. 
51 IQI is the Information Quality Index. According to the African Elephant Database, “This index quantifies overall 
data quality at the regional level based on the precision of estimates and the proportion of assessed elephant range (i.e. 
range for which estimates are available). The IQI ranges from zero (no reliable information) to one (perfect 
information)." For more information, see http://www.elephantdatabase.org and African Elephant Status Report 2007 
introduction. 
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Malawi 865 218 218 1,043 7,539 1 0.41 

Mozambique 17,753 3,340 3,383 2,297 342,727 26 0.45 

Namibia 16,054 4,472 4,492 0 146,904 11 0.48 

South Africa 22,889 0 0 0 30,651 2 0.89 

Swaziland 35 0 0 0 50 0 1 

Zambia 14,961 2,975 3,111 542 201,246 15 0.6 

Zimbabwe 47,366 3,775 3,775 45,375 76,930 6 0.5 

Totals 267,966 22,442 22,691 49,317 1,312,302 100 0.38 

W
es

te
rn

 A
fr

ic
a 

Benin 916 48 188 0 13,672 8 0.44 
Burkina 
Faso 4,477 320 320 200 19,874 11 0.64 

Côte d'Ivoire 211 254 155 517 33,986 19 0.26 

Ghana 857 344 131 58 23,715 14 0.36 

Guinea 0 64 37 57 1,524 1 0.31 
Guinea 
Bissau 0 0 7 13 1,346 1 0 

Liberia 25 99 99 1,363 15,977 9 0.05 

Mali 344 0 0 0 31,881 18 1 

Niger 85 0 17 0 2,683 2 0.83 

Nigeria 0 0 108 667 22,968 13 0 

Senegal 1 0 0 9 1,090 1 0.1 

Sierra Leone 0 0 80 135 1,804 1 0 

Togo 4 0 61 0 5,032 3 0.05 

Totals 7,107 942 931 3,019 175,552 100 0.44 
 

i. West Africa 
 

When assessing regional elephant populations, researchers and managers have been concerned 
for decades about populations in West Africa. It is likely that populations in this region are not 
viable because they are genetically isolated, small, and have unnatural age structures and sex 
ratios as a result of hunting.52 Furthermore, some West African elephant populations have shown 
signs of widespread decline.53 For example, a 2011 study suggests that populations of savanna 
elephants in West Africa have decreased by at least 33% between 1980-83 and 2003-07.54 The 
impacts of high poaching levels and intense human-elephant conflict in the area are particularly 
worrisome.55  

 
 
 
 
 
                                                           
52 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 166. 
53 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 22. 
54 Bouché et al., Will Elephants Soon Disappear at 5. 
55 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
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ii. Central Africa 
 
When the Service listed the African elephant as Threatened in 1978, Central Africa’s populations 
were considered “still substantial.”56 The population’s health has since significantly diminished 
and a severe downward trend continues.  
 
Recently, Wittemyer (2014) found that Central African elephant populations declined a staggering 
62%-63.7% between 2002 and 2012.57 More specifically, Bouché et al. (2011) concluded that 
populations of Central African savanna elephants have decreased 76% since the late 1980s,58 and 
Maisels et al. (2013) showed that the region’s forest elephant populations decreased 62% between 
2002 and 2011 alone.59 Additionally, despite supposed protection, elephant populations have 
decreased in multiple Central African parks including Bayang-Mbo Wildlife Sanctuary in 
Cameroon, Zakouma National Park in Chad, and Odzala Kokoua National Park in Congo.60 
 
Levels of poaching (determined by Proportion of Illegally Killed Elephants, or PIKE, data) have 
been sufficiently high since 2007 to indicate a net decline for elephant populations in Central 
Africa.61 In addition to poaching, habitat fragmentation threatens populations in this region.62  

 
iii. Eastern and Southern Africa 

 
Until recently, it was believed that populations in Eastern and Southern Africa were stable or 
increasing.63 When the species’ IUCN Red List status was last reevaluated (back in 2008), 
assessors concluded that anticipated population increases in these areas would offset population 
declines in the West or Central regions.64 However, Wittemyer (2014) found that Eastern and 
Southern savanna populations declined between 2011 and 2012 due to illegal hunting for ivory.  
 
Poaching is a threat in both elephant populations in Eastern and Southern Africa. According to 
PIKE data, poaching in Eastern Africa’s three largest populations (Laikipia Samburu in Kenya, 
Tsavo in Kenya, and Selous Mikumi in Tanzania) was above a sustainable threshold in 2011.65 
Habitat fragmentation and alteration are also ongoing threats in the area.66 While Southern Africa 
was previously considered safe from poaching, 2011 PIKE data indicate that poachers have 
infiltrated the region and are operating at an unsustainable level.67 Human-elephant conflict also 
threatens elephant populations in the area.68 
 
 

                                                           
56 43 Fed. Reg. at 20500. 
57 Wittemyer et al., Illegal Killing at 2. 
58 Bouché et al., Will Elephants Soon Disappear at 5. 
59 Maisels et al., Devastating Decline at 3. 
60 CITES, Status of African Elephant Populations at 2. 
61 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
62 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
63 Blanc, Loxodonta africana; UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 6. 
64 Blanc, Loxodonta africana. 
65 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
66 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
67 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
68 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
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B. Distribution 
 

African elephants can survive in most habitats across sub-Saharan Africa including savannas, 
forests, and deserts.69 In 1979 the species’ range spanned 7.3 million km2 (Figure 2).70 As of 2007, 
African elephants inhabited 3.3 million km2 (Figure 3).71 This is a 54.8% range reduction over 28 
years, beginning in 1978 when the USFWS listed the African elephant as Threatened, and 
available range continues to decline. 
 
The African Elephant Database lists 2,302,782 km2 of KNOWN range and 1,062,544 km2 of 
POSSIBLE range,72 for a combined 3,365,326 km2. KNOWN range is defined as “areas in suitable 
habitat which, if searched with reasonable intensity, are likely to yield signs of elephant 
presence.”73 POSSIBLE range is defined as “areas within historical range and in suitable habitat 
where there are no negative data to rule out the presence of elephants, including former areas of 
KNOWN range where the source information is more than 10 years old.”74 When taken together, 
KNOWN and POSSIBLE elephant range estimates cover 15% of the continent.75 As of 2007, 31% 
of KNOWN and POSSIBLE range was in protected areas;76 however, not all protected areas 
reliably offer security from human-caused mortalities.77  
 
African elephant range has likely been in decline for more than three decades.78 This decrease is 
attributable to factors like habitat loss and increased human population density.79 Elephant 
distribution is becoming progressively more fragmented over time,80 and habitat reduction is 
expected to continue, further reducing elephant range.81 While improvements in data collection 
have furthered our understanding of elephant range today, there is no doubt that the species is 
suffering from severe habitat loss.82 

 
 

                                                           
69 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 15. 
70 Douglas-Hamilton, Final Report at 12. 
71 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 21. 
72 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
73 IUCN, Elephant Database.  
74 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
75 Assuming Africa is 22,617,267 km2 as stated in African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 21. 
76 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 21. 
77 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 26, 166. 
78 Douglas-Hamilton, Final Report at  U.S. 12 (1989); UNEP et al., A Rapid Response. 
79 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 15. 
80 Blanc, Loxodonta africana. 
81 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 17. 
82 African Elephant Status Report 2007. 
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Figure 2. Range map of the African elephant in 1979.83 

 

                                                           
83 From IUCN/UNEP/WWF (1982)  as cited in CITES Doc. 7.43, Annex 2, the United Republic of Tanzania Proposal 
to Amendments to Appendices I and II, page 7 (1989).  
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Figure 3: Map of African elephant range as of 2007.84 

Note: The African Elephant Specialist Group notes that “only small adjustments were made to the range 
map” for the upcoming 2013 report (unpublished at the time this petition was submitted).85  

 
  i. North Africa 

 
African elephants are now extinct in this region.86 

 
 
 
 

                                                           
84 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 25. Note that a high resolution version of the map is available by contacting 
the African Elephant Specialist Group. See http://www.elephantdatabase.org/ for more information. 
85 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
86 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 15. 
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ii. West Africa 
 
Elephants are found in small, fragmented populations in the savanna, forest, and tropical forest 
habitats of West Africa.87 Historically it was believed that savanna and forest elephants existed 
here, but recent genetic research suggests that the elephants in West Africa may be genetically 
distinct.88  
 
According to the most recent assessment by the African Elephant Specialist Group (2012), West 
Africa has the smallest total elephant range, containing 175,552 km2 or only 5% of the continental 
range.89 Côte d'Ivoire and Mali have 19% and 18% of the region’s elephant range, respectively.90 
The remaining 11 countries all have less than 15% of the regional range, and four account for 1% 
each (Sierra Leone, Senegal, Guinea and Guinea Bissau).91 As of 2007, 56% of elephant range in 
West Africa was located inside designated protected areas.92 Unfortunately, these “protected 
areas” often have more protection on paper than in practice.93 
 
The largest population of West African elephants in West Africa is found in the Warly-Pendjari-
Oti-Mandori-Kéran (WAPOK) ecosystem.94 WAPOK is a protected ecosystem that crosses the 
Benin, Burkina Faso, Niger, and Togo borders.95 

 
West Africa may share some populations with Central Africa, particularly across Nigeria, 
Cameroon, and Chad’s borders.96 
 

iii. Central Africa 
 
According to the latest African Elephant Specialist Group assessment (2012), African elephant 
range covers 1,005,234 km2 (30% of the continental range) in Central Africa.97 Together the 
Democratic Republic of Congo and Gabon contain 49% of the region’s African elephant range.98  
Equatorial Guinea may account for 1% of the range, and the African Central Republic contains 
8%.99 The remaining range (42%) is split almost equally between Cameroon, Congo, and Chad.100  
Elephants may move between the Democratic Republic of Congo, Sudan, and Uganda in Central 
and Eastern Africa as well as between Cameroon and Nigeria in Central and West Africa.101 As of 

                                                           
87 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 162. 
88 Lori S. Eggert et al., The evolution and phylogeography of the African elephant inferred from mitochondrial DNA 
sequence and nuclear microsatellite markers, 289 Proceedings Royal Soc’y, London (B) (2006), 
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1691127 [hereinafter “Eggert et al., The evolution and 
phylogeography of the African elephant”], as cited in African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 162. 
89 All total range estimates include KNOWN and POSSIBLE range from IUCN, Elephant Database. 
90 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
91 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
92 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 162. 
93 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 166. 
94 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 166.  
95 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 166. 
96 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 166. 
97 All total range estimates include KNOWN and POSSIBLE range from IUCN, Elephant Database. 
98 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
99 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
100 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
101 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 30. 
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2007, 33% of KNOWN and POSSIBLE range in Central Africa existed within designated 
protected areas.102 This does not offer as much security from poaching as expected because 
enforcement and management are absent in a number of parks and reserves in the area.103  
 
The majority of African elephants in Central Africa are forest elephants, but savanna elephants can 
be found in northern Cameroon, northern Central African Republic, and Chad.104 Northern and 
eastern Democratic Republic of Congo and Central African Republic are potential areas of 
hybridization between the two subspecies.105 
 
While a specific number documenting Central African range-wide decline is currently unavailable, 
consider the following results of a 2013 study by Maisels et al.106 analyzing Central African forest 
elephants: Maisels et al. estimate that Central African forest elephants have experienced a range 
reduction of approximately 30% between 2002 and 2011.107 It appears that the Central African 
forest elephant population now inhabits less than 25% of its potential range,108 and the 
population’s range is expected to continue to shrink in the future due to habitat loss and poaching 
for ivory.109 
 

iv. Southern Africa 
 

The most up-to-date data (2012) from African Elephant Specialist Group indicates that Southern 
Africa accounts for the largest total range area (1,312,302 km2 or 39% of the continental range).110 
Most notably, Angola accounts for 31% of the regional range, and Mozambique holds 26%.111 As 
of 2007, 28% of this range was in protected areas.112  

 
Most elephants found in Southern Africa are savanna elephants.113 Small numbers of forest 
elephants are present in the Angolan exclave of Cabinda and possibly northwestern Angola.114 The 
Southern Africa countries of Angola, Botswana, Zambia, Zimbabwe, and Namibia share elephant 
populations in the Kavango Zambezi Transfrontier Conservation Area (KAZA TFCA).115 In 
regards to regional cross-border populations, some move between Mozambique and Tanzania 
(Eastern Africa) and others may migrate between Angola and the Democratic Republic of Congo 
(Central Africa).116 
 

 
                                                           
102 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 26. 
103 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 26. 
104 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 26. 
105 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 26. 
106 Maisels et al., Devastating Decline. 
107 Maisels et al., Devastating Decline at 3. 
108 Maisels et al., Devastating Decline at 1, 3. 
109 Maisels et al., Devastating Decline at 7. 
110 All total range estimates include KNOWN and POSSIBLE range from IUCN, Elephant Database. 
111 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
112 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 111. 
113 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 112. 
114 African Elephant Status Report 2007 s at 112. 
115 For more information, see http://www.britannica.com/EBchecked/topic/1883803/Southern-Africas-Kavango-
Zambezi-Transfrontier-Conservation-Area-Year-In-Review-2012/.  
116 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 116. 
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v. Eastern Africa 
 
The African Elephant Specialist Group’s most recent assessment (2007) states that the total 
elephant range in Eastern Africa is 873,318 km2 (26% of the continental total).117 Of that, 
Tanzania accounts for 44% of the population’s regional range, and South Sudan has 35%.118 
Kenya has 14% of the regional elephant range, and Eritrea, Ethiopia, Rwanda, Somalia, and 
Uganda account for less than 5% each.119 As of 2007, 30% of this range existed in protected 
areas.120  

 
Savanna elephants are present in the grasslands, woodlands, coastal and mountain forest areas of 
Eastern Africa, while forest elephants may be found along the region’s western edge.121 Some 
populations exist on the borders between Eastern and Central Africa as well as Eastern and 
Southern Africa.122 Unconfirmed anecdotal evidence indicates that elephants may move into 
Sudan from Ethiopia and Eritrea.123 
  

                                                           
117 All total range estimates include KNOWN and POSSIBLE range from IUCN, Elephant Database. 
118 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
119 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
120 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 67. 
121 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 67. 
122 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 68. 
123 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
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III. NATURAL HISTORY AND BIOLOGY OF THE AFRICAN ELEPHANT 
 

A. Taxonomy 
 
The African elephant (Loxodonta africana) is the only extant species in the Loxodonta genus of 
the family Elephantidae. The African elephant shares the Elephantidae family with the Asian 
elephant (Elephas maximus) along with several extinct species including the mastodon and the 
wooly mammoth. 
 
The African elephant species consists of two extant subspecies: the African savanna elephant 
(Loxodonta africana africana) and the African forest elephant (Loxodonta africana cyclotis). A 
third, smaller subspecies, the North African elephant (Loxodonta africana pharaoensis), went 
extinct during the time of the Roman Empire.  
 
There has been some scientific debate over whether there is a possible third subspecies of elephant 
in West Africa,124 and whether there is more than one species of elephant in Africa,125,126,127,128 but 
the international community has reached consensus that “premature allocation of Africa’s 
elephants to two or more species may result in significant populations being left in taxonomic 
limbo” and that this should be avoided (especially since populations of great conservation value 
include individuals of mixed genetic lineage).129  
 

B. Species description 
 

The African savanna elephant is the largest land mammal on earth, with males reaching upwards 
of three meters and females reaching 2.5 meters at the shoulder.130 The species is characterized by 
large ears, a highly mobile and dexterous trunk, and large tusks. African elephants are also highly 
sexually dimorphic with divergence of growth rates apparent by the age of weaning.131 African 
forest elephants are slightly smaller at two meters (males) and 1.5 meters (females) high at the 

                                                           
124 IUCN SSC African Elephant Specialist Grp., Statement on the Taxonomy of Extant Loxodonta. (2003), 
http://www.iucnredlist.org/documents/AfESGGeneticStatement.pdf. 
125 K. E. Comstock et al., 2002. Patterns of molecular genetic variation among African elephant populations. 
Molecular Ecology 11: 2489-2498 [hereinafter “Comstock et al., Patterns of molecular variation”]. 
126A. L. Roca et al. 2001. Genetic evidence for two species of elephant in Africa. Science 293: 1473-1477, 
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11520983 [hereinafter “Roca et al., Genetic evidence for two species”]; 
127 Eggert et al., The evolution and phylogeography of the African elephant. 
128 R. DeBruyne. 2005. A case study of apparent conflict between molecular phylogenies: the interrelationships of 
African elephants. Cladistics 21: 31-50, 
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/227610163_A_case_study_of_apparent_conflict_between_molecular_phylog
enies_the_interrelationships_of_African_elephants, [hereinafter “DeBruyne, A case study”]. 
129 IUCN SSC African Elephant Specialist Grp., Statement on the Taxonomy of Extant Loxodonta. (2003), 
http://www.iucnredlist.org/documents/AfESGGeneticStatement.pdf. 
130 B. J. Morgan & P. C. Lee. 2003. Forest elephant (Loxodonta africana cyclotis) stature in the Réserve de Faune du 
Petit Loango, Gabon. Journal of Zoology of London 259: 337-344 , 
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/227730071_Forest_elephant_%28Loxodonta_africana_cyclotis%29_stature_i
n_the_Rserve_de_Faune_du_Petit_Loango_Gabon [hereinafter “Morgan & Lee, Forest elephant stature”]. 
131 P.C. Lee, & C. J. Moss. 1986. Early maternal investment in male and female African elephant calves. Behavioral 
Ecology and Sociobiology 18: 353-361, 
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/225904541_Early_maternal_investment_in_male_and_female_African_eleph
ant_calves. 
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shoulder.132 Forest elephants also have longer, thinner, and straighter tusks, smaller and rounder 
ears, and a flatter forehead region than savanna elephants.133,134,135,136 
 
African savanna elephants form matriarch-led herds.137 Males will leave the herd for bachelor 
groups at the onset of sexual maturity.138 African forest elephants are found in smaller groups. 
Males tend to be solitary while females form family groups with their calves and sometimes other 
females.139 
 

C. Reproduction and mortality 
 

African elephants are a very long-lived species, regularly living past 60 years.140 They also have a 
very slow reproduction rate with a long gestation period (22 months) and calving intervals 
between three to five years depending on resource availability.141,142 Calves of both sexes maintain 
close proximity to their mothers until they are 6-8 years of age.143 Individuals do not reach sexual 
maturity until around age 14 for females and 15 for males, but individuals will continue to 
reproduce well past 40 with average fecundity dropping fast after 45.144,145  
 
Adult African elephants are relatively immune to predation due to their size and close-knit family 
groups.146,147 Elephant calves are vulnerable to predation, but only if they are separated from the 

                                                           
132 Morgan & Lee, Forest elephant stature. 
133 Comstock et al., Patterns of molecular variation. 
134 Roca et al., Genetic evidence for two species. 
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herd or if the herd is weakened by drought.148,149 Natural mortality becomes significant during 
drought events.150,151 Human induced mortality from poaching, hunting, and culling is the most 
common cause of death for elephants.152,153 

 
D. Feeding 

 
African savanna elephants subsist on grasses and woody vegetation.154 The proportion of grass to 
woody vegetation depends on several factors including rainfall, proximity of the vegetation to 
surface water, and nutritional characteristics.155,156 Diet can vary significantly with rainfall as 
relative abundance of woody and grassy vegetation changes. African forest elephants also subsist 
on woody vegetation and grasses, but fruit and bark make up a significant portion of their 
diet.157,158 

 
E. Habitat requirements 

 
African elephants can inhabit Africa’s diverse grasslands, savanna, and forests. Elephants require 
ample vegetation and water to survive, especially in drier ecosystems.159,160 In arid and semi-arid 
savannas, population numbers, home range sizes, and density will rise and fall with vegetation and 
surface water availability during the dry season.161,162 Forest dwelling elephants also require 
mineral resources such as salt deposits for sodium.163 Both forest and savanna subspecies need to 
utilize large swaths of landscape throughout the year and may travel hundreds of kilometers to 
satisfy nutrition and hydration needs.164,165 
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IV. CRITERIA FOR LISTING THE AFRICAN ELEPHANT AS ENDANGERED 
 
The Supreme Court has described the Endangered Species Act (ESA) as “the most comprehensive 
legislation for the preservation of endangered species ever enacted by any nation”. Tennessee 
Valley Authority v. Hill, 437 U.S. 153, 180 (1978). In that landmark case, the Court stated that: 
 

[t]he plain intent of Congress in enacting this statute was to halt and 
reverse the trend towards species extinction, whatever the cost. This 
is reflected not only in the stated policies of the Act, but in literally 
every section of the statute.166  

 

As demonstrated in this Petition, the African elephant is currently in danger of extinction throughout 
a significant portion of its range due to the statutory listing factors. Accordingly, the Secretary of the 
Interior must act to halt and reverse the current trends towards extinction for the African elephant 
by listing the species as Endangered under the ESA and strictly regulating the American demand 
for elephant parts and products. 
 
Pursuant to the ESA, a species  must be listed as Endangered if any of the following five factors put 
the species in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range: (1) The 
present or threatened destruction, modification, or curtailment of its habitat or range; (2) 
Overutilization for commercial, recreational, scientific, or educational purposes; (3) Disease or 
predation; (4) Inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms; or, (5) Other natural or manmade 
factors affecting its existence.167  
 
The ESA requires that all listing determinations be made “solely on the basis of the best scientific 
and commercial data available to [the Secretary] after conducting a review of the status of the 
species.”168 Further, the Service must take into account whether there are any efforts being made by 
foreign nations to protect the species.169 As detailed in this Petition, the African elephant is currently 
in danger of extinction throughout a significant portion of its range and this iconic species could be 
extirpated if the U.S. does not take action to address its role in the ongoing poaching crisis by 
reclassifying the species as Endangered.170   
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A. Present or threatened destruction, modification, or curtailment of habitat or range 
 
As detailed above, the range of the African elephant has decreased from 7.3 million km2 in 1979 to 
only 3.3 million km2 in 2007, a 54.8% decrease over 28 years, and this unsustainable trend 
continues today.  
 
As human population continues to expand throughout the range of the African elephants, habitat 
loss and degradation are expected to continue to be a major threat to the survival of elephants. 
Expansive habitat is a prerequisite for healthy elephant populations, given their nature as a 
migratory animal and the heavy impacts they will cause on a landscape if a population is 
concentrated in one place for too long.  
 
Numerous factors contribute to elephant habitat loss – according to Blanc et al. (2007), these 
include “habitat encroachment, increased human population densities, urban expansion, 
agricultural development, deforestation and infrastructure development.”171 As African countries 
continue to modernize, these issues will likely continue to escalate and impact the long-term 
prognosis for the species.172 Already, this process of development has impacted nearly a third of 
existing elephant range, a figure that could double by 2050.173 Poaching exacerbates this trend, but 
even if poaching rates are minimized, human development – with associated threats like human-
elephant conflict and habitat fragmentation174 – “will continue to threaten the long term survival of 
elephant populations across Africa,”175 according to the United Nations Environment Programme 
(UNEP). 
 
The issue of habitat loss is not merely one of temporary displacement of elephants by humans: 
land use patterns, such as the transformation of woodland or savanna to agricultural land, can have 
a major long-term impact on resident elephants.176 Coexistence, while a worthy goal, may simply 
be unrealistic in some cases. The IUCN/SSC African Elephant Specialist group warns that “the 
rapid growth of human populations and the extension of agriculture into rangelands and forests 
formerly considered unsuitable for farming mean that large areas are now permanently off-limits 
for elephants.”177  
 
As a result of habitat degradation and loss, some elephant populations may soon be found only in 
protected areas. However, island biogeography theory predicts that a species will be lost if it is 
relegated to habitat “islands.”178 For example, many Tanzanian parks are rapidly becoming habitat 
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islands as a result of human settlement, agricultural development, and the active elimination of 
wildlife on adjacent lands. A study of six Tanzanian parks points out that the rate of extinction of 
mammals over the last 35-83 years is significantly and inversely related to park area, suggesting 
that increasing insularization of the parks has been an important contributory factor in large 
mammal extinctions, particularly in the smaller parks.179  

 
a.  Leading causes of habitat or range loss and related threats 

 
i. Human-elephant conflict 

 

According to the IUCN, expanding human development in elephant range has led to a “reported 
increase in human-elephant conflict, which further aggravates the threat to elephant 
populations.”180 Elephants migrate seasonally, and if those patterns are disrupted by human 
settlements or other barriers, it may lead to direct conflicts or make it more difficult for elephants 
to access food and water.”181 The process of habitat fragmentation often forces elephant 
populations into a diminishing patchwork of suitable terrain, making human-elephant conflict 
more likely as the barriers constrict.  
 
In many African nations today, citizens view the real and perceived costs of human-elephant 
conflict as greatly outweighing the potential benefits of coexistence and, subsequently, elephants 
are increasingly being excluded from many parts of their former range.182 Elephants can be seen as 
a pest species, especially for agricultural producers. Crop raiding is the most common cause of 
conflict between humans and elephants in Africa.183,184,185 However, elephants are responsible for 
a small component of overall pest damage when compared to smaller mammals and insects.186,187 
Furthermore, elephant crop raiding is relatively rare and localized near wildlife reserves and other 
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protected areas.188,189  But small subsistence farmers tend to bear the brunt of negative effects.190 
Even localized and rare events are catastrophic for small subsistence farmers who cannot bear the 
costs.191,192 Furthermore, elephants are physically powerful and dangerous, occasionally injuring 
or killing farmers who defend their crops.193,194,195 As stated in the UNEP report Elephants in the 
Dust, “crop raiding or attacks on humans by elephants in rural areas may lead to retaliation 
killings. While the number of elephants that die in such conflicts is much lower than the numbers 
poached for ivory, hundreds of elephants are killed every year as a result of human-elephant 
conflict.”196 
 
Farmers, non-profit groups, and governments employ many types of mitigation strategies 
including fencing and buffer zones around reserves.197 Most elephant-caused crop damage occurs 
on the borders of protected areas, leading to strategies that include locating farms away from the 
border, switching to animal husbandry near the borders, and assuring that revenue from tourism on 
reserves is used to mitigate costs of damage caused by elephants and other wildlife.198 
 

ii. The effects of wars and civil conflict on African elephant habitat 
 
Many regions of Africa have a history of wars and civil conflict, and the present era is no 
exception, with violence flaring up across equatorial Africa and other areas in the last decade.199 
Conservation efforts decline as security becomes a concern and funds are funneled elsewhere.200 
African elephants are specifically affected by war and civil conflict through increased poaching.201 
As the rule of law is weakened, even elephants that are usually protected in parks or by anti-
poaching laws become vulnerable to poaching.202 Furthermore, elephant ivory, which is already 
extremely valuable, becomes an even more prized resource because it can be used to generate 
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revenue that can be directed toward weapons, ammunition, and supplies.203 According to Dudley 
et al. (2002),), “There is now overwhelming evidence that wars and other forms of human conflict 
disturb ecosystems and cause the loss of biodiversity. This loss is particularly acute with large 
species.”204 Beyers et al. (2011) have found that “the African elephant is one of the most 
vulnerable to human conflict as it requires large areas of suitable habitat, and so suffers from 
habitat loss.”205 Furthermore, as habitat is reduced and elephants are forced to live in smaller areas, 
they become easier targets for ivory and meat hunters. 

 
In parts of Africa, chronic regional conflicts have created long periods of dangerous climates for 
conservationists and unchecked poaching in protected areas. In particular, civil war in the 
Democratic Republic of Congo resulted in decimated populations of African elephants, where 
several parks have lost over half of their elephant populations during the war and in the post-war 
anarchy.206 Beyers et al. (2011) found that in DRC, “all elephant populations suffered during the 
war of 1995-2006. Displaced peoples resulted in significant habitat loss, as occurred in the 
Virunga National Park, DRC, where an area of 300 km2 was deforested during the refugee crisis 
following the genocide in Rwanda in 1994.”207 Another example is in southern Africa, where 
Angola’s 27 years of intermittent conflict has been linked to reports of 100,000 elephants 
exterminated by rebel groups.208 The weapons and supplies gained from smuggling ivory can go 
towards militia groups that further destabilize war-torn regions of Africa, contributing more to an 
environment that imperils elephants and other wildlife.209 With more resources, the militia groups 
can develop sophisticated smuggling pathways, equip better weapons, and expand 
infrastructure.210 
 

iii. Climate change and desertification 
 
The Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) defines desertification as “[the] sum of the 
geological, climatic, biological and human factors which lead to the degradation of the physical, 
chemical and biological potential of lands in arid and semi-arid zones, and endanger biodiversity 
and the survival of human communities.”211 As part of this process, scientists believe that climate 
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change will increase the frequency of severe droughts in semi-arid and arid parts of Africa,212 and 
that it will threaten certain elephant populations.213  
 

Climate change and desertification are already resulting in higher levels of human-elephant 
conflict, poaching, and habitat fragmentation in parts of Africa.214 As a result, climate change-
induced desertification and drought are already considered to be some of the most pressing threats 
to elephants in Chad215 and in the Sudano-Sahelian region.216  
 
In addition to human-elephant conflict, poaching, and habitat loss, severe droughts brought on by 
climate change threaten elephant populations. Consider the following example wherein a 2008 
study examined the effects of a severe drought in Tanzania in 1993.217 Foley et al. (2008) found 
that the average annual calf mortality rate for the studied population was 2%.218 However, 20% of 
monitored calves died during the year of the drought.219 Foley et al. (2008) found that young males 
and the calves of inexperienced mothers were the most vulnerable.220 These results are supported 
by a study by Lee et al. (2013) that assessed 2,652 African elephants over 40 years.221 Lee et al. 
(2013) found that African elephants that endure droughts when young and are born to 
inexperienced mothers have a higher rate of mortality.222 
 

b. Regional assessments of threats to habitat or range 
 

i. West African region 
 
West Africa has seen a dramatic reduction in elephant range and total population, with habitat 
fragmentation restricting elephants to “about 70 small isolated populations that cover only 5% of 
the region” according to research by Barnes (1999).223 Barnes found that fragmentation in the 
region magnifies the vulnerability of elephant populations to ivory poaching and other human 
threats, while those animals that are nominally protected still reside in parks and reserves that 
suffer from poor management and porous boundaries, and that “two-thirds of the populations are 
thought to consist of fewer than 200 animals and therefore have a low probability of surviving the 
next century” especially as human populations grow and infringe on elephant territory.224 
 

ii. Central African region  
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The situation is similarly dire for the elephants of Central Africa, particularly forest elephants. A 
seminal analysis by Maisels et al. (2013) “revealed that population size declined by nearly 62% 
between 2002–2011, and the taxon lost 30% of its geographical range. The population is now less 
than 10% of its potential size, occupying less than 25% of its potential range.”225 Reflecting the 
patterns found elsewhere on the continent, changing land use patterns, human elephant conflict, 
and other human-driven habitat reductions are primary threats (along with poaching). Civil strife 
overlapping with historic elephant range is particularly evident in CAR, South Sudan, and several 
other countries in the region.226 
 
The Elephant Listening Project at Cornell University states that natural resource extraction 
industries are having particularly detrimental effects on Central Africa’s elephants, as these 
activities destroy habitat and increase human presence.227 Roads and other infrastructure 
associated with these projects increase access to previously-isolated regions of the forest, making 
it easier for poaching and opportunistic hunting to occur.228 

 

iii. Southern African region 
 
Southern Africa is sometimes considered the safest area for elephants on the continent, with less 
elephant poaching compared to other regions. However, a large-scale poaching incident recently 
resulted in poisoning deaths of approximately 300 elephants in Hwange National Park in 
Zimbabwe,229 which demonstrates that elephants in the region are still endangered by poachers. 
Habitat fragmentation remains a problem and could have implications for future conservation 
efforts. Similarly, human population growth and the spread of extractive industries could alter the 
situation for the worse and bears close observation. 
 

iv. East African region 
 
The USFWS asserts that “in East Africa, elephant populations have decreased by 65% due to 
poaching and land conversion.”230 Somalia, Ethiopia, and Kenya have seen widespread civil 
conflict in the last decade, and Mozambique is still recovering from its civil war, which ended in 
1992. Kenya and Tanzania have relatively large extant elephant populations, but encroachment by 
humans is a growing problem: for example, in their study of the Mount Kenya/Laikipia ecosystem, 
Nyaligu and Weeks (2013) assert that livestock grazing, charcoal burning, and other activities 
“threaten the integrity of the property and undermine the values of the ecosystem in the medium 
and long term.”231 

                                                           
225 Maisels et al., Devestating Decline.  
226 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response. 
227 CORNELL LAB/THE ELEPHANT LISTENING PROJECT, THREATS TO FOREST ELEPHANTS, 
http://www.birds.cornell.edu/brp/elephant/conservation/threats.html [hereinafter “Cornell Lab, Threats to Forest 
Elephants”]. 
228 Cornell Lab, Threats to Forest Elephants.  
229 Joe DeCapua , Cyanide Kills Elephants, Ecosystem, Voice of America, Nov 1, 2013, available at 
http://www.voanews.com/content/elephants-cyanide-1nov13/1781504.html. 
230 USFWS, African Elephant Conservation Fund Fact Sheet, available at 
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/factsheet-african-elephant.pdf.  
231 M. Nyaligu & S. Weeks , An Elephant Corridor in a Fragmented Conservation Landscape: Preventing the Isolation 
of Mount Kenya National Park and National Reserve. PARKS Vol. 19.1 (2013) (95), available at 
 



37  

In conclusion, the African continent is in the midst of an unprecedented boom in human 
population and development that is often in direct struggle with the goal of sustaining healthy 
populations of elephants and other wildlife. Civil conflict and war, coupled with increased access 
to formerly-remote elephant habitat, exposes African elephants to unpredictable violence on a 
massive scale. Human-driven impacts extend to climate change and desertification, which will 
exert further pressure on the natural environment. And while many African nations have 
established wildlife reserves with varying degrees of protection, habitat fragmentation is 
contributing to isolated elephant populations, human-elephant conflict, and the inevitable 
degradation (by elephants) of the very landscapes in which they are confined. All of these 
elements combine to create a pessimistic outlook for the survival of the species if aggressive 
conservation measures are not immediately put in place.  
  

                                                                                                                                                                                              
https://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/parks_19_1_nyaligu___weeks.pdf. 
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B. Overutilization for commercial, recreational, or scientific purposes 
 

Analysis of trade in African elephants and their parts shows that the species is clearly overutilized.  
While international trade that is currently legal can be monitored via the CITES trade database, 
illegal trade is more difficult to precisely quantify. But there is a clear link between legal trade and 
illegal trade, and increased oversight of ivory and other elephant parts and products is needed to 
bring the African elephant back from the brink of extinction.   
 
The African elephant has been listed on Appendix I of CITES since 1990, except for the 
populations of Botswana, Namibia and Zimbabwe (listed on Appendix II since 1997)232 and South 
Africa (listed on Appendix II since 2000).233 Pursuant to the Convention, species listed on 
Appendix I are threatened with extinction and are or may be affected by trade. International trade 
in specimens of species listed on Appendix I for primarily commercial purposes is prohibited 
under CITES.234 Species listed on Appendix II are not necessarily threatened with extinction but 
may become so unless trade is closely controlled.235 Specimens must be accompanied by an export 
permit or a re-export certificate. Permits and certificates should only be granted if the relevant 
authorities are satisfied that certain conditions are met, above all that trade will not be detrimental 
to the survival of the species in the wild.236  
 
The 181 CITES Parties237 are required to file Annual Reports with the CITES Secretariat on the 
import and export of listed species. These reports are compiled into an electronic, searchable trade 
database by the United Nations Environment Programme, in cooperation with the World 
Conservation Monitoring Centre (UNEP-WCMC), which is available to the public on the CITES 
website (www.trade.cites.org). This database can be used to determine the level of legal 
international trade as well as the types and sources of African elephants and their parts that are 
involved, and the purpose of the trade. In the context of CITES, international trade is not limited to 
commercial trade,238 but also includes international trade associated with various purposes 
including breeding, circus or travelling exhibition, education, enforcement, trophy hunting, 
medicinal, personal use, reintroduction, scientific research, and for zoological exhibition.  
 
By examining purposes of trade, the CITES trade database can be used to evaluate the reasons 
behind the movement of African elephants and their parts across international borders by humans. 
The database also includes the source of African elephants and their parts in international trade, 
whether captive-bred,239 captive-born,240 confiscated or seized, pre-Convention,241 ranch-raised, 
                                                           
232 CITES, African Elephant, http://www.cites.org/eng/gallery/species/mammal/african_elephant.html (last visited Jan. 
12, 2015) [hereinafter “CITES, African Elephant”] 
233 CITES, African Elephant. 
234 Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora art. 3, Mar. 3, 1973, 
http://www.cites.org/eng/disc/text.php#III, [hereinafter “CITES art. 3”]. 
235 CITES art. 3. 
236 CITES, CITES 'Non-detriment findings', http://www.cites.org/eng/prog/ndf/index.php (last visited Jan. 12, 2015). 
237 CITES, List of CITES Contracting Parties, http://www.cites.org/eng/disc/parties/alphabet.php (last visited Nov. 4, 
2014). 
238 In the context of CITES, “commercial” means that the purpose of trade, in the country of import, is to obtain 
economic benefit (whether in cash or otherwise), and is directed toward resale, exchange, provision of a service or any 
other form of economic use or benefit. 
239 “Offspring of second generation, F2, or subsequent generation, (F3, F4, etc.) are specimens produced in a 
controlled environment from parents that were also produced in a controlled environment” (CITES Resolution Conf. 
10.16 (Rev.) (CITES 1994), http://www.cites.org/eng/res/10/10-16C15.php (last visited Nov. 4, 2014) [hereinafter 
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wild, or from an unknown source. While the CITES trade database is the principal source of 
information on international trade in African elephants and their parts, it does not contain 
information on domestic use of African elephants or their parts for commercial, recreational, or 
scientific purposes; nor does it account for the significant volume of poaching and illegal trade, 
except where illicit international trade has resulted in a seizure and this has been reported by the 
relevant country in their CITES Annual Report.  
 

a. International legal trade in African elephants and their parts is extensive 
 

i. Methodology and preliminary comments  
 

a. CITES database 
 
This section of the petition presents original analysis of data on the legal trade in African elephant 
parts. Raw net import data was obtained from the CITES Trade Database on September 29th 2014. 
Raw gross import data was obtained on November 7th 2014. Finally, additional information on 
gross imports of skins was obtained on January 19th, 2015.  
 
It must be noted that the CITES Trade Database has several limitations. First, the database 
includes data reported by CITES member states (Parties) which, for various reasons, may not 
always be accurate. For example, it is often the case that importing and exporting countries 
international trade figures do not match even though they refer to the same specimens in trade. 
Second, the data cannot be used to determine the extent of the illegal trade because illegal trade is, 
by its very nature, not recorded; the exception is specimens that are seized, which may be recorded 
by Parties in their CITES Annual Reports.   
 
Third, while the analysis presented below primarily focuses on the ten year time span between 
2003 and 2012, the African elephant products traded during that time, as reflected in the CITES 
database, may not have been sourced from elephants that died naturally or were killed in that same 
time period. Specimens in trade may have been sourced from stockpiles of these products that 
were taken from elephants killed or that died during different time periods. The CITES database 
does not provide information on the age of the traded specimen.  
 
Fourth, when collecting CITES database information, one must select between gross exports, gross 
imports, net exports or net imports. According to CITES, net trade “first calculates a country’s 
gross (re-)exports and gross imports, and then gives the positive difference between the two 
values” and “aims to give an estimate of the actual number of items being traded.”242 However, 
when researching trade data into or from a specific country, only gross trade can be calculated. 
According to CITES in gross trade “quantities reported by the exporter and importer are compared 
                                                                                                                                                                                              
“CITES Resolution Cond. 10.16”].  
240 “First generation offspring, f1, are specimens produced in a controlled environment from parents at  least one of 
which was conceived  in or a taken from  the wild” CITES Resolution Cond. 10.16. 
241 In the context of CITES, “pre-Convention” means before the provision of CITES applied to that specimen. CITES 
Resolution Conf. 13.6, http://www.cites.org/eng/res/13/13-06.shtml). Resolution Conf. 13.6 (Rev. CoP16) (CITES 
1985), http://www.cites.org/eng/res/13/13-06R16.php (last visited Nov. 4, 2014). 
242 CITES, A guide to using the CITES Trade Database, Version 8 (Oct. 2013), available at 
http://trade.cites.org/cites_trade_guidelines/en-CITES_Trade_Database_Guide.pdf (last visited Jan. 28, 2015) 
[hereinafter “CITES Trade Database Guide”]. 
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and the larger quantity is presented in the output. This type of output aims to give an estimate of 
the total number of items recorded in international trade.”243 In this petition analysis, net imports 
are calculated for all cases except with respect to data on international trade by specific source 
country, in which case gross imports are calculated. As CITES explains “if your data selection 
only involves imports to, or exports from, specified countries, you cannot calculate net imports or 
exports, as not all the data necessary for the calculation will be available.”244 
 
Finally, the database presents trade data with and without units of measurement (i.e., kilograms, 
grams, feet squared, meters squared, milliliters, centimeters, etc.), complicating the calculation to 
estimate the number of elephants whose parts are in international trade. Some data are presented in 
terms of numbers, sets, and pairs, among other terms, which give no indication as to weight or size 
of the specimens. An example is that the U.S. may report that 5 ivory carvings were imported 
during a certain year but does not indicate the weight of the carvings. Therefore in order to 
determine the number of elephants involved in international trade, a calculation was developed and 
is described below. 
 

b. Extrapolating the Number of Elephants from Trade Data 
 
In order to calculate the number of elephants reflected by the ivory specimens traded, this analysis 
focuses on the weight of ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and tusks. Since each elephant 
has two tusks, and the average weight of two tusks is 6.66 kg according to Wasser et al. (2009),245 
this means that every 6.66 kg of ivory in trade is the equivalent of one elephant. Therefore, the 
total weight in kilograms of ivory traded analyzed in various parts of this section is divided by 
6.66 to calculate the number of elephants. Ivory without a measurable unit, apart from tusks (see 
next paragraph), is not included in the calculations below because there is no way to determine its 
weight from available information.  
 
Tusks246 that do not have a weight value are taken into account in this analysis in the following 
manner. Total tusk specimens reported without weight and analyzed in various parts of this section 
are divided by two to calculate the number of African elephants and this figure is added to the 
number of elephants reflected by the total weight of ivory in trade.  
 
Finally, three additional figures are added to the total number of estimated elephants: trophies, 
bodies, and live animals (no unit). Where one specimen of each of these terms is reported in the 
CITES database, this petition’s analysis equates this to one African elephant. Although this may be 
obvious in the case of the body or a live elephant, trophies are also equivalent to one elephant. 
Trophies are identified as TRO in CITES trade terms, described as follows:  
                                                           
243 CITES Trade Database Guide. 
244 CITES Trade Database Guide. 
245 Wasser S., et al., Combating Trans-National Organized Crime Using DNA Assignment of Poaching Hotspots 
(2009), available at http://isfg2013.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/06/Thu-P3-1505-S-Wasser-M1.pdf (A study 
sponsored by U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, University of Washington Center for Conservation Biology, International 
Fund for Animal Welfare, and the U.S. National Institute for Justice.) [hereinafter “Wasser et al., Combating Trans-
National Organized Crime”]. 
246 According to the CITES guidelines for the preparation and submission of CITES annual reports (February 2011), a 
tusk is defined as “substantially whole tusks, whether or not worked.” CITES Guidelines for the Preparation and 
Submission of CITES Annual Reports, Feb. 2011, available at http://www.cites.org/eng/notif/2002/022A.pdf 
[hereinafter “CITES Guidelines”]. 
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Trophy – all the trophy parts of one animal if they are exported together: e.g. horns 
(2), skull, cape, back skin, tail and feet (i.e. ten specimens) constitute one trophy. 
But if, for example, the skull and horns are the only specimens of an animal that are 
exported, then these specimens together should be recorded as one trophy.  
Otherwise the specimens should be recorded separately. A whole stuffed body is 
recorded under ‘BOD’. A skin alone is recorded under ‘SKI’.247  

 
Because one trophy generally consists of the parts of one dead elephant, this analysis 
equates one trophy to one African elephant. 
  
It must also be highlighted that there are many African elephant items traded beyond ivory, 
trophies, bodies, and live animals. For example, this includes leather, skins, and items made from 
skin, such as shoes, all of which currently are sold on the open market in the U.S. However, it is 
much more difficult to estimate the number of elephants reflected by the trade in these items either 
because they lack a measurable unit, because the measurable units vary (length vs. weight of the 
skins), and because it is challenging to estimate the average size of an elephant’s skin. Also, any 
elephant whose skin is in international trade may already be accounted for in this analysis by the 
other tradable parts of the elephant, such as ivory. Therefore this analysis focuses on ivory weight, 
tusks, trophies, bodies, and live animals in its calculations, but does not include skins, leather, and 
other skin items when calculating total African elephants impacted by international trade. 
 

c. Organization of the section on international legal trade in African 
elephant and their parts 

 
The subsequent section on international legal trade in African elephants and their parts is 
organized into three main sections: (1) net imports from all sources and for all purposes, (2) net 
imports from wild sources and for all purposes, and (3) top three purposes of international trade in 
African elephants. Each of these three sections is divided into a subsection on estimated elephants 
in trade (broken down by the estimates according to (a) global imports, and (b) U.S. imports) and 
calculated specimens in trade (also broken down by (a) global imports, and (b) U.S. imports). 
Lastly the same format is applied to the top three purposes of international trade, which are: 
commercial, hunting trophy, and personal.  
 
Following this analysis, this section next reviews international (legal) trade in African elephants 
and their parts by source country, with subsections included on Zimbabwe, Botswana, South 
Africa, Namibia, Tanzania, Zambia, Cameroon, Ghana, Gabon, Mozambique, and Kenya.  
 
Illegal trade in African elephants and their parts is discussed separately. 
 

ii. Net Imports248 from All Sources and for All Purposes  
 

                                                           
247 CITES Guidelines.  
248 In the CITES Trade Database, the user is prompted to select one of the following report types: gross exports, gross 
imports, net exports or net imports. A net trade output first calculates a country’s gross (re-)exports and gross imports, 
and then gives the positive difference between the two values. This type of output aims to give an estimate of the 
actual number of items being traded. CITES Trade Database Guide. 
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1. Estimated elephants in trade (all sources and all purposes) 
 

Global imports: The original analysis249 presented in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 
2012 the total of African elephants reflected by the reported international trade (global net imports 
from all sources and for all purposes) is 49,501. The calculations are detailed below. 
 
In terms of measurable units, net elephant product imports during the 2003-2012 year span 
included 206,760 kilograms (kg) (206.7 metric tons) of ivory (calculation: 8,040.5kg ivory 
carvings + 43,917.8kg ivory pieces + 1,018.32kg ivory scraps + 153,783.3kg tusks = 
206,760kg).250 Using an average tusk weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents 31,045 African 
elephants (calculation: 206,760 kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 31,045 estimated elephants).  
 
When this number of elephants is combined with imports without a measurable unit, including the 
number of net trophy imports (8,593), body imports (119), and live imports (509) between the 
years 2003-2012, the total number of African elephants in international trade in that time span is 
40,266.251 (Calculation: 31,045 + 8,593 +119 + 509 = 40,266 estimated elephants).  
 
Moreover, net imports of 18,471 tusks were reported between 2003 and 2012 without any unit 
indicated. However, one can still estimate the number of elephants potentially impacted by the 
imports. Elephants have two tusks and therefore two tusks are equal to one elephant. If one divides 
18,471 tusks by two tusks per elephant that amounts to an estimated 9,235.5 elephants. Combing 
this total with 40,266 elephants calculated above, brings the total of African elephants reflected by 
the reported international trade between 2003 and 2012 to 49,501 (calculation: 31,045 + 9,235 + 
8,593 + 119 + 509 = 49,501 estimated elephants). See Table 2. 
 
Note that all elephant number estimates represent the minimum because another large category of 
items traded are skins and it is not possible to estimate how many elephants are represented by the 
skin trade based on the CITES Trade Database. 
 
Table 2: Global Net Imports and Estimated Numbers of Elephants, All Sources and All 
Purposes (2003-2012) 

All 
Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 
Elephants 

281,428 (no 
unit)  

206,760 kg 
÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. weight 
per tusk) = 

31,045 
elephants 

18,471 (no unit) 
÷ 2 (number of 

tusks per 
elephant) 
= 9,235 

elephants 

8,593 
trophies = 

8,593 
elephants 

119 bodies 
= 119 

elephants 

509 live = 
509 

elephants 

49,501 

                                                           
249 The analysis represented consists of data compiled from the CITES Trade Database on September 29, 2014. CITES 
Trade Database Guide. 
250 This figure was derived by adding up the weight figures (in kg) for three types of specimens including ivory 
carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and tusks, as reported in the UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database when 
searching for “net imports” all sources, and all purposes. Other measurable units such as pairs, sets, or centimeters 
cannot be added to estimate numbers of elephants.  
251 Note that there is a one-to-one ratio between trophy imports, body imports, and live imports and the number of 
elephants.  
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Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, all purposes.  
 
Global net imports of ivory (kg) from all sources and for all purposes were low (ranging between 
52 and 7,105 kilograms between 2003 and 2007). However, due to the CITES one-off sale of ivory 
from Botswana, Namibia, South Africa and Zimbabwe to China and Japan, net imports of ivory 
included 59,474kg in 2008 and 107,824kg in 2009. See Figure 1. 
 

 
Figure 1: Global Net Imports of African Elephant Ivory (kg), All Sources and for All 
Purposes (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, all purposes. Search filtered for ivory carvings, pieces, and scraps, as 
well as tusks (kg).  
 
U.S. imports: The analysis in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 2012 the total of 
African elephants reflected by the reported U.S. net imports from all sources and for all purposes 
is 8,119.  The calculations are detailed below. 
 
In terms of measurable units, net elephant product imports during the 2003-2012 year span 
included 11,538kilograms (kg) (11.5 metric tons) of ivory (calculation: 127.6 kg ivory carvings + 
476.8 kg ivory pieces + 3 kg ivory scraps + 10,930.8kg tusks =11,538kg).252 Using an average tusk 
weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents 1,732 African elephants (calculation: 11,538 kg ÷ 6.66 
kg = 1,732 estimated elephants).  
 
When this number of elephants is combined with imports without a measurable unit, including the 
number of net trophy imports (4,091), body imports (2), and live imports (74) between the years 
2003-2012, the total number of African elephants in international trade in that time span is 
40,266.253 (Calculation: 1,732 + 4,091 +2 + 74 = 5,899 estimated elephants). Moreover, U.S. net 
imports of 4,440 tusks were reported between 2003 and 2012 without any unit indicated. However, 
                                                           
252 This figure was derived by adding up the weight figures (in kg) for three types of specimens including ivory 
carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and tusks, as reported in the UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database when 
searching for “net imports” all sources, and all purposes. Other measurable units such as pairs, sets, or centimeters 
cannot be added to estimate numbers of elephants.  
253 Note that there is a one-to-one ratio between trophy imports, body imports, and live imports and the number of 
elephants.  
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one can still estimate the number of elephants potentially impacted by the imports. Elephants have 
two tusks and therefore two tusks are equal to one elephant. If one divides 18,471 tusks by two 
tusks per elephant that amounts to an estimated 2,220 elephants. Combing the total 5,899 
elephants calculated above, brings the total of African elephants reflected by the reported 
international trade between 2003 and 2012 to 8,119 (calculation: 1,732 + 4,091 +2 + 74 + 2,220 = 
8,119 estimated elephants). See Table 3. 
 
Table 3: U.S. Net Imports Estimated Numbers of Elephants, All Sources and All Purposes 
(2003-2012) 

All 
Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 
Elephants 

121,296 (no 
unit)  

11,538 kg ÷ 
6.66 kg 

(avg. weight 
per tusk) = 

1,732 
elephants 

4,440 (no unit) ÷ 
2 (number of 

tusks per 
elephant) 
= 2,220 

elephants 

4,091 
trophies = 

4,091 
elephants 

2 bodies = 
2 elephants 

74 live = 
74 

elephants 

8,119 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, all purposes. Search filtered for US. 
 
U.S. net imports of ivory (kg) from all sources and for all purposes were extremely low (ranging 
between 2 and 83 kilograms between 2003 and 2007). However, the imports increased following 
2008, with the highest number of net imports of ivory from all sources and for all purposes rising 
to 6,028 kilograms in 2012. See Figure 2. 

 
Figure 2: U.S. Net Imports of Ivory (kg) from All Sources and for All Purposes (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, all purposes. Search filtered for ivory carvings, pieces, and scraps, as 
well as tusks (kg).  
 
 
 

2. African elephant specimens in trade (all sources and all purposes) 
 
Global imports. In addition to looking at the weight of ivory in trade, and the number of tusks, to 
determine the impact of international trade on the African elephant, we can also examine the 
number of specimens in trade (without a measurable unit). Net imports from all sources and for all 
purposes between 2003 and 2012 consisted of 281,428 African elephant specimens (e.g., bodies, 
bones, carvings, ears, feet, genitalia, hair, ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, leather 
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products, shoes, skins, derivatives, tusks, among others).  
 
Over the decade studied, based on numbers of specimens in trade, reported international ivory 
trade decreased from 2003, reaching a low in 2007, after which it increased (see Figure 3 below). 
In 2008 CITES approved a second254 “one-off” sale of ivory from Botswana, Namibia, Zimbabwe 
and South Africa to China and Japan.255 The first sale occurred in 1999 from Botswana, Namibia, 
and Zimbabwe to Japan.256 Since 2009, net imports of African elephant specimens have grown 
substantially. See Figure 3. 

 

 
Figure 3: Global and U.S. Net Imports of African Elephant Specimens from All Sources and 
for All Purposes (2003-2012) (No Units) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and all purposes. Filtered for “blank” terms and totals were calculated 
globally and for the US. 
 
The top three items in terms of numbers of global net imports of specimens from all sources 
between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: small leather products (57,844 specimens), ivory carvings 
(56,204 specimens), and skins (33,184 specimens). Trade in African elephant skins is discussed in 
greater detail in a later section of this analysis. With respect to trends, global imports of small 
leather product specimens from all sources reached the lowest points in the decade studied in 2008 
and have been on the increase since that point, with a sharp jump in 2011. Global ivory carving 
specimen imports have been on a general decline since 2005. Finally, global skin imports are 
generally increasing with the highest number of imports in 2009. See Figure 4.  
 

                                                           
254 The first “one-off” sale occurred in 1999 from Botswana, Namibia, and Zimbabwe to Japan.  
255 CITES, Ivory Auctions Raise 15 Million U.S.D. 
256 CITES, Illegal ivory trade. 
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Figure 4: Global Net Imports of Small Leather Products, Ivory Carvings, and Skins, All 
Sources and All Purposes (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, all purposes. Search filtered for top three specimens imported, which 
included small leather products, ivory carvings, and skins.  
 
U.S. imports: As Figure 4 above illustrates, there is a clear upward trend in global net imports of 
African elephant specimens, as measured by number of specimens, and the U.S. is a large share of 
these imports over the period studied. The percentage of net imports globally comprised of U.S. 
imports varied from 24.6% to 55.8% over the period studied. However, it must be noted that data 
on specimens (without units) gives no indication as to the actual size, weight, or other dimensions 
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of the elephant products. The visible growth is in the net imports of number of specimens only. 
See Table 4.  
 
Table 4: Global and U.S. Net Imports of African Elephant Specimens, All Sources and All 
Purposes (No Units) (2003-2012)  

 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
Global Net 
Imports 
(number of 
specimens) 23,915 19,964 24,932 17,939 13,939 27,575 21,067 35,614 44,582 51,902 
U.S. Net 
Imports 
(number of 
specimens) 5,894 7,836 14,740 10,003 5,800 11,062 8,047 16,398 22,161 19,355 
U.S. Share 
of Total 24.60% 39.20% 59.10% 55.80% 41.60% 40.10% 38.10% 46% 49.70% 37.30% 
Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and all purposes. Filtered for “blank” terms and totals were calculated 
globally and for the US. 
 
U.S. imports of non-measurable specimens of African elephants and their products over the period 
studied far exceed those of other countries (approximate 44% of global total). Other major 
importers of African elephant specimens over the 2003 to 2012 year span (according to non-
measurable units or “specimens”) are China (approximately 8% of all net imports of specimens), 
Japan, (approximately 9%), Italy (approximately 4%), and Monaco (approximately 4%), among 
others. U.S. net imports between 2003 and 2012 correlated to 8,119 elephants.257 
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Figure 5: Global Net Imports by Top Countries, All Sources and All Purposes (No Units) 
(2003-2012)  

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and all purposes. Totals were calculated globally. Only the top 
importing countries are listed.  
 
The top three items in terms of numbers of U.S. net imports of specimens between 2003 and 2012 
(all sources and all purposes) are as follows: ivory carvings (27,776 specimens), small leather 
products (26,448 specimens), and skins (15,131 specimens). Between 2009 and 2012, there were 
only 1,238 ivory carving specimen net imports into the United States. U.S. imports of small leather 
products increased substantially between 2010 and 2012, with a major spike in 2011. Finally, skin 
imports into the U.S. have had a general upward trend since 2003, with the biggest spike in 2008. 
See Figure 6 below.  
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Figure 6: U.S. Net Imports of Ivory Carvings, Small Leather Products, and Skins, All 
Sources and All Purposes (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and all purposes. Filtered for “blank” terms and trends graphed for the 
top three specimen categories: ivory carvings, small leather products, and skins. 
 

iii. Net Imports from Wild Sources and for All Purposes  

 

1. Estimated elephants in trade (wild-sourced and for all purposes) 
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Global imports: The original analysis presented in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 
2012 the total of African elephants reflected by the reported international trade (global net imports 
from wild sources and for all purposes) is 46,283.  The calculations are detailed below. 
 
In terms of specimens that did have measurable units, net wild-sourced elephant product imports 
during that year span included  approximately 193,520 kg258 (193.5 metric tons) of ivory 
(calculation: 7,557.7kg ivory carvings + 40,366kg ivory pieces + 3kg ivory scraps + 145,593.6kg 
tusks = 193,520kg, equivalent to at least 29,057 African elephants.259 When this number of 
elephants is combined with the number of net trophy imports (8,446), body imports (39), and live 
imports (321) sourced from the wild between the years 2003-2012, the total number of wild-
sourced African elephants in international trade in that time span is 37,863.  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by wild-sourced tusks imported from 2003-
2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the total of wild-sourced African 
elephants in international trade between 2003 and 2012 is 46,283 (calculation: 29,057 + 8,420 + 
8,446 + 8,446 + 39 + 321 = 46,283). See Table 5. 
 
Table 5: Global Net Imports, Wild-Sourced and All Purposes (2003-2012) 

All 
Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 
specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Total 
Elephants 

236,428 193,520kg ÷ 
6.66kg (avg. 
weight per 

tusk) = 
29,057 

elephants 

16,840 (no unit) 
÷ 2 (number of 

tusks per 
elephant) 
= 8,420 

elephants 

8,446 
trophies = 

8,446 
elephants 

39 bodies 
= 39 

elephants 

321 live = 
321 

elephants 

46,283 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and all purposes.  
 
Global net imports of ivory (in kilograms) from wild sources and for all purposes include a 
substantial increase in 2008 and 2009 due to the CITES approved one-off sale of ivory from 
Botswana, Namibia, Zimbabwe and South Africa to China and Japan. See Figure 7. 
 

                                                           
258 Calculated by adding the net import weights (in kilograms) of ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and tusks 
between 2003 and 2012. 
259 The total weight of ivory specimens (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) reported as being from a wild source and 
traded internationally for all purposes between 2003 and 2012 is 197,562 kg. Using the standard of the average weight 
of an elephants’ two tusks as 6.66kg, the number of African elephants’ represented by that total weight is 29,664. 
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Figure 7: Global Net Imports of African Elephant Ivory (kg), Wild-Sourced and for All 
Purposes (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and all purposes. Filtered for ivory carvings, pieces and scraps, as well 
as tusks (in kilograms).  
 
U.S. imports: The analysis in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 2012 the total of 
African elephants reflected by reported U.S. net imports from wild sources and for all purposes is 
7,831. The calculations are detailed below.  
 
The U.S. imported 10,933 kg260 wild-sourced ivory between 2003 and 2012, equivalent to 1,641261 
African elephants (calculation: 10,933 kg ÷ 6.66kg avg. weight of two tusks = 1,641 elephants). 
When this number of elephants is combined with the number of net trophy imports (4,045, which 
equals 4,045 elephants), body imports (n/a), and live imports (70 elephants) sourced from the wild 
between the years 2003-2012, the total number of wild-sourced African elephants affected by 
imports into the U.S. is 5,756.  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by wild-sourced tusks imported by the U.S. 
from 2003-2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the total number of U.S. 
imported wild-sourced elephants is 7,831 (calculation: 1,641 + 2,075 + 4,045 +70 = 7,831). See 
Table 6. 
 
Table 6: U.S. Net Imports, Wild Sourced and for All Purposes (2003-2012) 

All 
Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 
Elephants 

110,213 10,933kg ÷ 
6.66kg (avg. 
weight per 

4,150 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks 

per elephant)  

4,045 
trophies = 

4,045 

n/a 70 live = 
70 

elephants 

7,831 

                                                           
260 Calculated by adding up the net import weight (in kilograms) of ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and 
tusks sourced from the wild between 2003 and 2012. 
261 The total weight of ivory specimens (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) reported as being from a wild sources and 
imported by the United States between 2003 and 2012 is equal to 10,933 kg. Using the standard of the average weight 
of an elephants’ two tusks as 6.66kg, 1,641 is the number of African elephants’ represented by that weight.  



52  

tusk)  
= 1,641 

elephants 

= 2,075 elephants elephants 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and all purposes. Filtered for U.S. imports.  
 
U.S. net imports of ivory (in kilograms) from wild sources and for all purposes were extremely 
low (ranging between 2 and 13 kilograms between 2003 and 2007). However, following 2008 
there was a substantial increase in U.S. net imports of ivory (kg), jumping to 6,018kg in 2012. See 
Figure 8. 
 

 
Figure 8: U.S. Net Imports of African Elephant Ivory (kg), Wild-Sourced and for All 
Purposes (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and all purposes. Filtered for U.S. imports and measurable units: 
ivory carvings, pieces and scraps, as well as tusks (kilograms). 
 

2. African elephant specimens in trade (wild-sourced and for all purposes) 
 
Global imports: Of total global net imports traded between 2003 and 2012 for all purposes (with 
no measurable units recorded), 236,428 African elephant specimens were sourced from the wild 
(equivalent to 84% of the net imports from all sources and for all purposes, without a measurable 
unit). Looking at the number of specimens in trade, it can be seen that following the 2009 second 
“one-off” sale of ivory from Botswana, Namibia, South Africa and Zimbabwe to China and Japan, 
net imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens grew substantially, both in terms of 
measurable and non-measurable units. Of these global wild-sourced net imports (without a 
measurable unit) between 2003 and 2012, the U.S. has imported the largest share. See Figure 9. 
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Figure 9: Global and U.S. Net Imports of African Elephant Specimens, Wild-Sourced and 
for All Purposes (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and all purposes. Totals were calculated globally and for the US. 
 
The top three items in terms of numbers of global net imports of specimens between 2003 and 
2012 are as follows: small leather products (56,766 specimens), ivory carvings (31,503 
specimens), and skins (32,812 specimens). The trend pattern for global imports of these wild-
sourced specimens follows closely that of specimens from all sources. Please see Figure 3 above. 
 
U.S. imports: As Figure 9 above illustrates there is also a clear upward trend of global net imports 
of African elephant specimens from wild sources (as in the case of the imports from all sources) 
for the years 2003 to 2012. Of this trade, the U.S. imported 110,213 African elephant specimens 
between 2003 and 2012 (without a measurable unit recorded). 
 
The top three items in terms of numbers of U.S. net imports of wild-sourced specimens between 
2003 and 2012 are as follows: small leather products (25,230 specimens), ivory carvings (20,371 
specimens), and skins (14,877 specimens). U.S. net imports of wild-sourced small leather 
specimens ranged between 121 and 918 specimens between 2003 and 2009, however they 
dramatically increased to 12,342 specimens in 2011 and 7,750 in 2012. U.S. net imports of wild-
sourced ivory carving specimens have been declined from a high of 5,477 in 2005 to 313 in 2012. 
Finally, U.S. net imports of wild-sourced skin specimens reached a high of 3,568 in 2008, declined 
to 861 in 2011 and up to 2,593 in 2012. See Figure 10 below.  
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Figure 10: U.S. Net Imports of Small Leather Products, Ivory Carvings, and Skins, Wild 
Sourced and for All Purposes (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and all purposes. Filtered for U.S. imports and the top three import 
terms: small leather products, ivory carvings, and skins.  
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iv. Top Three Purposes of International Trade in African Elephants 
 
Based on the number of African elephants reflected by 2003-2012 net imports of ivory from all 
sources, tusks, trophies, bodies, and live animals in trade, the top three purposes of net imports of 
African elephants and their parts are: commercial, hunting trophy, and personal. Commercial net 
imports are represented by 29,674 elephants over ten years or approximately 60% of total 
estimated elephants impacted by trade from all sources and for all purposes between 2003 and 
2012. Hunting trophy net imports are represented by 15,518 elephants over ten years or 31% of 
estimated elephants. Finally, personal net imports are represented by 3,105 elephants over ten 
years or 6% of estimated elephants.262  
 
In terms of non-measurable units in global trade of African elephants and their parts, the most 
common purposes of all net imports are: commercial, personal, and hunting trophy. Commercial 
net imports from all sources totaled 185,798 specimens (approximately 66% of the total specimens 
without a measurable unit). Personal net imports from all sources totaled 49,390 specimens 
(approximately 17.5% of the total specimens). Finally, hunting trophy net imports from all sources 
totaled 35,000 (approximately 12.4% of the total specimens).  
 
The U.S. is one of the main importing countries of African elephant specimens for these three 
purposes. Based on the number of specimens traded, between 2003-2012, the U.S. imported 
80,183 specimens for commercial purpose (43% of the total net imports for commercial purpose, 
no measurable unit), 16,408 specimens for hunting trophy purpose (46% of the total net imports 
for hunting trophy purpose, no measurable unit), and 22,164 specimens for personal purpose (45% 
of the total net imports for personal purpose, no measurable unit).  
 

1. Commercial Purpose 
 

a. Estimated elephants in trade (commercial purpose) 
 
Global imports: The original analysis presented in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 
2012 the total of African elephants reflected by net commercial imports from all sources is 29,674 
and reflected by net commercial imports from wild sources is 28,253. The calculations are detailed 
below. 
 
In terms of measurable units, net commercial imports of ivory during that year span included 
approximately 168,944 kg (168.9 metric tons), equivalent to at least 25,367 African elephants. 
(Calculation: 168,944 kg ÷ 6.66kg avg. weight of two tusks = 25,367 elephants)263 When this 
number of elephants is combined with the number of net commercial trophy imports (182), body 
imports (1), and live imports (175) between the years 2003-2012; the total number of African 
elephants imported for commercial purposes in that time span is 25,725. (Calculation: 25,367 + 
182 + 1 + 175 = 25,725) (Table 7)  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by all tusks imported for commercial 
                                                           
262 The calculations used to obtain these numbers are discussed in detail in the sections that follow. 
263 The total weight of net commercial imports of ivory specimens (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) for all purposes 
between 2003 and 2012 is 168,944kg. Using the standard of the average weight of an elephants’ two tusks as 6.66kg, 
the number of African elephants’ represented by that total weight is 25,367. 
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purpose from 2003-2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the total number 
of African elephants imported for commercial purpose is 29,674 (calculation: 25,725 + 3,949 + 
182 + 1 + 175 = 29,674) (Table 7). Almost all of the net imports of African elephant specimens for 
commercial purposes were from wild-sourced elephants (28,253 elephants of 29,674, or 95.5%). 
See Table 7.  
 
Table 7: Global Net Commercial Imports, Wild-Sourced (2003 to 2012) 

Global Net Commercial Imports from 2003 to 2012 (all sources) 
All Specimens Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
185,829 168,944 kg 

÷ 6.66kg 
(avg. 

weight per 
tusk)  

= 25,367 
elephants 

7,898 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 3,949 elephants 

182 trophies = 
182 elephants 

1 body = 1 
elephant 

175 live 
= 175 

elephan
ts 

29,674 

Global Net Commercial Imports from 2003 to 2012 (wild sources) 
All Specimens Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
161,819 164,441 kg 

÷ 6.66kg 
(avg. 

weight per 
tusk)  = 
24,691 

elephants 

6,660 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 3,330 elephants 

174 trophies = 
174 elephants 

n/a 58 live 
= 58 

elephan
ts 

28,253 

 
Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, commercial purpose.  
 
Global net commercial imports of ivory (in kilograms) were only traded in significant numbers as 
part of the CITES approved on-off sale from Botswana, Namibia, Zimbabwe and South Africa to 
China and Japan, as can be seen in Figure 12 for the years 2008 and 2009. 
 

 
Figure 11: Global Net Commercial Imports of Ivory (kg), All Sources and Wild-Sourced 
(2003-2012) 
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Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and commercial purpose. Filtered for measurable units of ivory and 
tusks in kilograms. 
 
U.S. imports: The analysis in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 2012 the total of 
African elephants reflected by the reported U.S. net commercial imports from all sources is 206 
and reflected by U.S. net commercial imports from wild sources is 173. The calculations are 
detailed below. However, please note that skins were also imported for commercial purpose into 
the U.S., and if looking at “skin” imports alone over the studied decade the U.S. imported 14,599 
skins which are equivalent to 14,599 elephants (CITES defines skins as “substantially whole”). 
See discussion on skins below. 
 
The U.S. imported 124 kg264 of all-source ivory equivalent to 19265 African elephants (calculation: 
124kg ÷ 6.66kg = 19 elephants). When this number of elephants is combined with the number of 
U.S. net commercial trophy imports (29), body imports (1), and live imports (50) from all sources 
between the years 2003-2012; the total number of African elephants imported into U.S. for 
commercial purposes is 99 elephants (calculation: 19 + 29 + 1 + 50 = 99).  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by all tusks the U.S. imported for 
commercial purpose from 2003-2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the 
total number of African elephants imported for commercial purpose is 206 (calculation: 19 + 107 
+ 29 + 1 +50 = 206 elephants). Of these imports, net U.S. imports for commercial purposes from 
wild-sourced elephants added up to 173 elephants (calculation: 2 + 95 + 26 + 50 = 173 elephants) 
of 206 or 89%. See Table 8.  
 
Table 8: U.S. Net Commercial Imports, All Sources and Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) 

U.S. Net Commercial Imports from 2003 to 2012 (all sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
80,168 124 kg ÷ 6.66kg 

(avg. weight per 
tusk) 

=19 elephants 
 

214 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 107 elephants  

29 trophies = 
29 elephants 

1 body = 1 
elephant 

50 live 
= 50 

elepha
nts 

206 

U.S. Net Commercial Imports from 2003 to 2012 (wild-sourced) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
78,002 16 kg ÷ 6.66kg 

(avg. weight per 
tusk) 

= 2 elephants 
 

189 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 95 elephants  

26 trophies = 
26 elephants 

n/a 50 live 
= 50 

elepha
nts 

173 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild sources, commercial purpose.  

                                                           
264 Calculated by adding the U.S. net weight (in kilograms) of ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and tusks 
imported for commercial purposes from all sources between 2003 and 2012. 
265 The total weight of ivory specimens (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) imported by U.S. for commercial purposes 
between 2003 and 2012 is equal to 10,933 kg. Using the standard of the average weight of an elephants’ two tusks as 
6.66kg, 1,641 is the number of African elephants’ represented by that weight.  
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U.S. net commercial imports of ivory (in kilograms) from all sources have ranged between 0.2kg 
in 2009 to the highest points of 83.3kg in 2005. U.S. net commercial imports of ivory (in 
kilograms) from wild sources have ranged between 1kg in 2004 and the highest point of 13kg in 
2005. See Figure 12. 
 

 
Figure 12: U.S. Net Commercial Imports of Ivory (kg) from All Sources and Wild-Sourced 
(2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and commercial purpose. Totals were calculated for ivory items with a 
designated weight (ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and tusks) globally and for US. 
 
As Figure 12 shows U.S. imports of wild-sourced ivory for commercial purposes were extremely 
small over the period studied, and in fact were zero for the last seven of the ten years. Data on 
legal imports clearly does not reflect availability of ivory for sale in the United States. In fact, 
according to Stiles and Martin (2008), the U.S. is the second largest market for ivory.266 The study 

                                                           
266 D. Stiles & E. Martin, The U.S.A’s Ivory Markets—How Much a Threat to Elephants?, 45 Pachyderm 67, 71 (July 
2008–June 2009) [hereinafter “Stiles & Martin, U.S.A.’s Ivory Markets”]. 
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recorded 24,004 ivory products in 657 outlets in sixteen U.S. cities.267 The three cities with the 
largest number of products were New York City, San Francisco and Los Angeles with one-third of 
the items most likely post-1989 worked ivory,268 meaning that it was most likely illegally imported 
or fraudulent in some way. 
 

Commercial imports from range states: The top global gross269 commercial wild-sourced imports 
between 2003 and 2012 were from the following African elephant range countries: South Africa 
(15,255 estimated elephants impacted by global gross commercial imports from South Africa), 
Botswana (9,553 estimated elephants impacted by global gross commercial imports from 
Botswana), Namibia (2,257 estimated elephants impacted by global gross commercial imports 
from Namibia), Zimbabwe (969 estimated elephants impacted by global gross commercial imports 
from Zimbabwe), among others. See Figure 13 and Table 10 below. 

 
Figure 13: Total Estimated African Elephants Impacted by the Global Gross Wild-Sourced 
Commercial Imports of Elephants and their Parts from Range States, Top Countries (2003-
2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, “gross imports” search completed on 7 November, 2014, using the following terms: 
Loxodonta africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and commercial purpose. Search was conducted separately 
for all African elephant range states as exporters.  
 
Table 10 offers a breakdown of the range countries imports from which represented the highest 
numbers of estimated African elephants impacted by wild-sourced commercial trade. 
 
 
  

                                                           
267 Stiles & Martin, U.S.A.’s Ivory Markets.. 
268 Stiles & Martin, U.S.A.’s Ivory Markets.  
269 In the CITES Trade Database, the user is prompted to select one of the following report types: gross exports, gross 
imports, net exports or net imports. In a gross trade output, the quantities reported by the exporter and importer are 
compared and the larger quantity is presented in the output. This type of output aims to give an estimate of the total 
number of items recorded in international trade (including exports and re-exports). When calculating imports and 
exports of specific countries, net data cannot be calculated because not all the necessary data is available. Only gross 
data is possible for specific countries. CITES Trade Database Guide. 
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Table 10: Global Gross Commercial Imports from South Africa, Namibia, Botswana, and 
Zimbabwe, Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) 

 Global Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Commercial Purpose 
  South Africa Namibia Botswana Zimbabwe 
Global 
Gross 
Number of 
Imports  

Ivory  101,536kg ÷ 6.66kg 
= 15,246 el. 

15,005kg ÷ 6.66kg 
= 2,253 el. 

43,170kg ÷ 6.66kg 
= 6,482 el. 

3,823 ÷ 6.66kg = 
574 el. 

Tusks 16 ÷ 2 = 8 el. 6 ÷ 2 = 3 el. 6,134÷ 2 = 3,067 
el. 

457 ÷ 2 = 229 el. 

Trophies 1,609 el. 1 el. 4 el. 159 el. 

Bodies 0 N/A N/A N/A 

Live 0 N/A N/A 7 

Total 
Elephants 

16,863 el. 2,257 el. 9,553 el. 969 el. 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and commercial purpose. Exporting countries selected included: South 
Africa, Namibia, Botswana, and Zimbabwe.  
 

b. African elephant specimens in trade (commercial purpose) 
 
Global imports: Of total global net imports of African elephant specimens between 2003-2012 for 
all purposes and from all sources (with no measurable units recorded), 185,829 African elephant 
specimens were imported for commercial purpose (66% of the total net imports with no 
measurable unit). 
 
Based on the number of specimens in international trade, as Figure 14 illustrates, both global and 
U.S. net wild-sourced commercial specimen imports (no units) have grown substantially between 
2003 and 2012, with a spike in growth following the 2009 CITES one-off sale of ivory. Although 
the 173 elephants estimated impacted by U.S. wild-sourced commercial imports account for only 
0.6% (173 of the 28,253 elephants estimated impacted by global wild-sourced commercial trade), 
the U.S. is also responsible for a large number of skin imports. However, it is not possible to 
estimate how many elephants are represented by the skin trade based on the CITES Trade 
Database.  
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Figure 14: Global and U.S. Net Commercial Imports of African Elephant Specimens from 
Wild-Sources (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and commercial purpose. Totals were calculated globally and for US. 
 
The top three items in terms of the number of global wild-sourced net commercial imports of 
specimens between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: small leather products (52,092 specimens), 
skins (30,860 specimens), and hair (21,981 specimens). Wild-sourced commercial small leather 
specimen imports reached the lowest points in 2008 at 1,342 specimens, and continued to rise to 
the highest points of 14,251 specimens in 2011, followed by 9,115 in 2012. Wild-sourced 
commercial skin specimen imports steadily increased between 2003 and 2009, then fell to 2,215 
and grew again through 2012. Wild-sourced commercial hair specimen imports ranged between 
zero and nine until 2010 when 6,977 specimens were imported, the number then slightly fell in 
2011 and rose to the highest point of 10,035 specimens in 2012.  
 
U.S. imports: The U.S. imported 80,168 African elephant commercial specimens from all sources 
between 2003 and 2012, which is 43% of the total global net imported commercial specimens 
from all sources (185,798). Of these imports, U.S. imported 78,002 African elephant commercial 
specimens from wild sources, which is 48% of the total global net imported commercial specimens 
from wild sources (161,819).  
 
The top three items in terms of numbers of U.S. net imports of commercial wild-sourced 
specimens between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: small leather products (23,816 specimens), 
ivory carvings (16,196 specimens), and skins (14,371 specimens). Net U.S. imports of wild-
sourced small leather specimens made a substantial jump from 1,819 in 2010 to 12,147 in 2011, 
and then 7,524 specimens in 2012. In terms of ivory carvings, following 2008 there have been zero 
wild-sourced ivory carving imports into the U.S. for commercial purpose. Net imports of wild-
sourced commercial skins into the U.S. have ranged between a low of 352 specimens in 2005 and 
a high of 3,556 specimens in 2008. See Figure 15. 
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Figure 15: U.S. Net Imports of Commercial Leather Specimens, Ivory Carving Specimens, 
and Skins, Wild-Sourced (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and commercial purpose. Filtered for U.S. and for “blank” terms and 
graphs created for the top imported specimens: small leather products, ivory carvings, and skins.    
 

c. Global and U.S. imports of African elephant skins 
 
In addition to ivory, another major category of global imports are African elephant skins, skin 
pieces, unidentified products made of skin leather (small and large), and other leather products 
such as shoes. According to the CITES Trade Database, global net imports included 31,226 skins 
between 2003 and 2012. CITES defines each “skin” as a “substantially whole skin” and this 
equates to 31,226 elephants supplying this number of skins. This impact on elephants of the skin 
trade does not include the additional elephants killed to supply the other skin-type of imports over 
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the decade: 17,949 skin pieces; 53,057 small leather products; 4,822 large leather products; and 77 
shoes. Of this trade, the U.S. net imports included 14,599 skins, so nearly half of the 31,226 global 
imports. If each skin imported is a whole skin, this equates to 14,599 elephants supplying this 
number of skins. Again, this impact on elephants of the skin trade does not include the additional 
elephants killed to supply the other skin-type of imports to the U.S. over the decade: 12,595 skin 
pieces; 24, 894 small leather products; 593 large leather products; and 61 shoes. See Table 9. 
 
The number of African elephant skins imported to the U.S. is increasing. The number of skins 
imported in the first five years of the decade studied totaled 3,985, an average of 797 per year; 
whereas, the number imported in the last five years totaled 10,614, an average of 2,123 per year. 
Therefore, there was a more than two-fold increase in African elephant skin imports to the U.S. 
between 2008 and 2012 as compared to the previous five-year period. See Table 9. 
 
Table 9: Global and U.S. Net Commercial Imports, All Sources: Leather Products, Shoes, 
Skin Pieces, and Skins (2003-2012) 
 

Global Net Commercial Imports (All Sources) 

Term 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 TOTAL ALL 
YEARS 

leather 
products 
(large) 

332 2648 167 530 500 199 17 28 114 287 4822 

leather 
products 
(small) 

10819 4088 3374 1853 1740 1343 2492 3627 14604 9117 53057 

shoes 16 48 1 2 0 26 0 0 0 0 77 
skin 
pieces 1618 546 1322 1654 1421 1775 1390 2018 2484 3721 17949 

skins 1441 2879 2130 3501 2096 4431 5416 2432 3138 3762 31226 

U.S. Net Commercial Imports (All Sources) 

Term 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012  TOTAL ALL 
YEARS 

leather 
products 
(large) 

56 15 4 36 71 44 8 19 107 233 593 

leather 
products 
(small) 

73 1298 95 393 165 153 850 1839 12481 7547 24894 

shoes 16 42 1 2             61 
skin 
pieces 527 419 827 1500 512 434 622 1750 2455 3549 12595 

skins 631 745 352 1406 851 3556 2042 1957 792 2267 14599 
Source: CITES Trade Database, net imports search completed in September 29, 2014, using the following terms: 
Loxodonta africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and commercial purpose. Terms selected included all leather 
products (leather products, skins, skin pieces, skin scraps, sides, and shoes). Filtered for “blank” units. 
 
Similarly, between 2003 and 2007, the average annual square meters of skin products imported is 
452 square meters (calculation: (240+139+612+897+372)/5 = 452m2). However, between 2008 
and 2012 the average annual square meters of skin product imported is 723 square meters 
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(calculation: (742 + 1725 + 555 + 592 + 0)/5 = 723m2). This represents an increase of 
approximately 60%. Therefore net U.S. skin imports in terms of measurable units have also 
increased substantially since 2008. See Table 10. 
 
Table 10:Global and U.S. Gross Commercial Imports, All Sources: Leather Products, Shoes, 
Skin Pieces, and Skins (meters squared) (2003-2012) 

Global Net Commercial Imports (All Sources) 

Term Unit 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
TOTAL 
ALL 
YEARS 

leather 
products 
(large) 

m2 0 0 0 0 0 625 03350 0644 0398 0 5017 

leather 
products 
(small) 

m2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 02280 04576 0 6856 

skin pieces m2 147 0 392 49 0 1435 1231 380 303 15 3953 
skins m2 6200 2075 9012 3270 5158 4666 4062 1001 848 0 36293 

TOTAL M2 m2 6347 2075 9404 3319 5158 6726 8643 4305 6125 15 52119 
U.S. Net Commercial Imports (All Sources) 

Term Unit 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
TOTAL 
ALL 
YEARS 

leather 
products 
(large) 

m2 0 0 0 0 0 0425 0868 0 0 0 1293 

leather 
products 
(small) 

m2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0380 0310 0 690 

skin pieces m2 86 0 157 0 0 047 704 175 282 0 1451 
skins m2 154 139 455 897 372 270 153 0 0 0 2440 

TOTAL M2 m2 240 139 612 897 372 742 1725 555 592 0 5874 
 
Source: CITES Trade Database, net imports search completed in September 29, 2014, using the following terms: 
Loxodonta africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and commercial purpose. Terms selected included all leather 
products (leather products, skins, skin pieces, skin scraps, sides, and shoes). Filtered for measurable units. 
 

Zimbabwe and South Africa are the primary countries of origin of skins and skin products 
imported to the U.S. for commercial purposes (see Tables 11 and 12).  
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Table 11: U.S. Gross270 Commercial Imports from 2003 to 2012 of Wild-Sourced Skin 
Products (no units) 

Country of Export 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
Global 1219 1963 1194 3311 1581 4203 3631 5341 15365 20809 
Zimbabwe 1087 963 727 2506 1251 3598 2864 3459 3058 5457 
South Africa 98 937 461 660 319 574 81 397 165 302 
Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed in January 16, 2015 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and commercial purpose. Terms selected included all leather products 
(skins, skin pieces, skin scraps, sides, and shoes). The United States was selected as the importing country. Search 
conducted separately for “All Countries”, “Zimbabwe”, and “South Africa.” Filtered for “blank” units. 
 
Note that for 2011 and 2012, it appears as though Zimbabwe and South Africa were not the 
primary suppliers of skin products to the United States. However, according to the CITES database 
although other countries served as exporters, Zimbabwe and South Africa were the countries of 
origin for all of the skins. 
 
Table 12: U.S. Gross Commercial Imports, Wild-Sourced Skin Products (meters squared) 
(2003-2012) 

Term Units 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
Global m2 240.3 139.0 612.2 896.8 371.8 740.0 1724.9 554.9 591.6 0 
Zimbabwe m2 61.0 0.0 0.0 130.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 
South Africa m2 179.3 139.0 612.2 766.8 371.8 740.0 1724.9 554.9 591.6 0 
Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed in January 16, 2015 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and commercial purpose. Terms selected included all leather products 
(skins, skin pieces, skin scraps, sides, and shoes). The United States was selected as the importing country. Search 
conducted separately for “All Countries”, “Zimbabwe”, and “South Africa.” Filtered for measurable units, pairs of 
shoes excluded. 
 
According to data obtained from the U.S. Law Enforcement Management Information System 
(LEMIS), the following are some of the major U.S. importers of African elephant skins over the 
last five years: 
 

 Kelly Larson Sales: http://www.kellylarsonsales.com/  
 Mundo Exotico, Inc.: http://www.mundoexotico.com/ 
 African Game Industries:  https://www.africangame.com/ 
 Rod Patrick: http://www.rodpatrickboots.com/ 
 American Western Trading Co.:  [website not found] 
 Tshabezi Safaris: http://www.tshabezi.com/ 
 Farhi International LLC: http://thefarhicollection.com/home.htm 

 
The CITES Trade Database does not provide information on the exact source of the elephant 
product (i.e. natural death, culling, hunts, etc.) nor the year in which the elephant died. Elephant 

                                                           
270 As explained in the methodology section of this analysis, when using the CITES database to determine imports into 
specified countries, only gross imports may be calculated (not net imports) because not all of the data necessary for the 
calculation is available. 
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skins possibly come from elephants that were culled and may be from recent culls or culls that 
occurred years ago and the skins were stockpiled. The USFWS has stated that culling is the 
“corner stone of Zimbabwe elephant management practices.”271 South Africa stopped culling 
elephants in 1995.272 However, before then, the government of South Africa culled hundreds of 
elephants annually in Kruger National Park, and possesses large stockpiles of skins. Any U.S. 
imports of African elephant skin products sourced from South Africa are likely to come from these 
stockpiles. 
 
It is clear that the U.S. is a substantial market for elephant skin and skin products.  
  

2. Hunting Trophy Purpose 
 

a. Estimated elephants in trade (hunting trophy purpose) 
 
Global imports: The original analysis presented in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 
2012 the total of African elephants reflected by the reported global hunting trophy net imports 
from all sources is 15,518. The calculations are detailed below. 
 
In terms of measurable units, net hunting trophy imports of ivory during that ten-year span 
included approximately 20,800 kg (20.8 metric tons), equivalent to at least 3,123 African 
elephants (calculation: 20,800kg ÷ 6.66kg = 3,123 elephants).273 When this number of elephants is 
combined with the number of net trophy imports (7,687) and body imports (14) between the years 
2003-2012, the total number of African elephants imported as hunting trophies in that ten-year 
time span is 10,824 (calculation: 3,123 + 7,687 + 14 = 10,824).  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by all tusks imported for hunting purposes 
from 2003-2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the total number of 
African elephants imported for hunting trophy purposes is 15,518 (calculation: 3,123 + 4,694 + 
7,687 +14 = 15,518). Almost all of net imports of African elephant specimens as hunting trophies 
are from wild-sourced elephants (15,439 elephants of 15,518 or 99.5%). See Table 13. 
 
  

                                                           
271 USFWS, Enhancement Finding for African Elephants Taken as Sport-hunted Trophies in Zimbabwe during 2014 
(Jul. 22, 2014), available at http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-July-2014-elephant-
Zimbabwe.PDF.  
272 K. Lange, Desperate Measure: In Overcrowded Parks, Managers May Have to Resort to Shooting Elephants to 
Save Ecosystems, Nat’l Geographic, http://ngm.nationalgeographic.com/2008/09/elephant-management/lange-text 
(last visited Jan. 17, 2015). 
273 The total weight of net hunting trophy imports of ivory specimens (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) for all 
purposes between 2003 and 2012 is 20,800kg. Using the standard of the average weight of an elephants’ two tusks as 
6.66kg, the number of African elephants’ represented by that total weight is 3,123. 
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Table 13: Global Net Hunting Trophy Imports, All Sources and Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) 

Global Net Hunting Trophy Imports from 2003 to 2012 (all sources) 

All 
Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 
Elephants 

 
35,000 20,800 kg ÷ 

6.66kg (avg. 
weight per tusk) 

= 3,123 
elephants 

9,388 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks 

per elephant) 
= 4,694 elephants 

7,687 trophies 
= 7,687 

elephants 

14 bodies = 
14 elephant 

n/a 15,518 
 

Global Net Hunting Trophy Imports from 2003 to 2012 (wild sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
 

34,806 20,783 kg ÷ 
6.66kg (avg. 

weight per tusk) 
= 3,121 

elephants 

9,350 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks 

per elephant) 
= 4,675 elephants 

7,629 trophies 
= 7,629 

elephants 

14 bodies = 
14 elephant 

n/a 15,439 
 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, and hunting trophy purpose.  
 
As Figure 16 below illustrates following 2008 and the announcement of the CITES one-off sale 
that took place in 2009, there was a steady incline through 2012. The number of global net imports 
of ivory (in kilograms) dramatically increased from 21.5kg in 2008 to 11,868kg in 2012. Prior to 
2008, there are almost no recorded hunting trophy ivory imports.  
 

 
Figure 16: Global Net Imports of Ivory (kg), Hunting Trophy Purpose, All Sources (2003-
2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, and hunting trophy purpose. Filtered for measurable 
units, specifically ivory carvings, pieces, and scraps, as well as tusks (in kilograms). 
 
U.S. imports: The analysis in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 2012 the total of 
African elephants reflected by the reported U.S. hunting trophy net imports from all sources is 
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7,500.  The calculations are detailed below. 
 
The U.S. imported (from all sources) 10,443 kg274 of ivory equivalent to 1,568275 African 
elephants (calculation: 10,443kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 1,568 elephants). When this number of elephants is 
combined with the number of U.S. net trophy imports (3,997) from all sources between the years 
2003-2012, the total number of African elephants imported by U.S. as hunting trophies is 5,568 
(calculation: 1,568 + 3,997 = 5,565).  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by all tusks imported by the U.S. for 
hunting purposes from 2003-2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the 
total number of African elephants imported by the U.S. for hunting trophy purposes is 7,500 
(calculation: 1,568 + 1,935 + 3,997 = 7,500 elephants). Of these imports, almost all of the net U.S. 
imports for hunting trophy purposes were from wild-sourced elephants (7,461 elephants of 7,500 
or 99.5%). See Table 14.  
 
Table 14: U.S. Net Hunting Trophy Imports, All Sources and Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) 

U.S. Net Hunting Trophy Imports from 2003 to 2012 (all sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
 
 

16,408 10,443 kg ÷ 6.66kg 
(avg. weight per 

tusk) 
= 1,568 elephants 

3,869 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 1,935 elephants 

3,997 trophies = 
3,997 elephants 

n/a n/a 
 

7,500 
 

U.S. Net Hunting Trophy Imports from 2003 to 2012 (wild sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
 
 

16,243 10,429 kg ÷ 6.66kg 
(avg. weight per 

tusk) 
= 1,580 elephants 

3,850 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 1,925 elephants 

3,956 trophies = 
3,956 elephants 

n/a n/a 
 

7,461 
 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, and hunting trophy purpose. Filtered for US. 
 
As Figure 17 illustrates, U.S. net imports of hunting trophy ivory (in kilograms) from all sources 
were zero prior between 2003 and 2008. However, starting in 2009 when CITES permitted a one-
off sale of ivory to China and Japan, there has been a steady incline of hunting trophy ivory 
imports. The U.S. net imports of hunting trophy ivory (in kilograms) from all sources went from 
zero kg in 2008 to 6,015kg in 2012. These U.S. imports in 2012 represent almost half of the global 
net imports of hunting trophy ivory in 2012 (11,868kg).  

                                                           
274 Calculated by adding up the U.S. net import weight (in kilograms) of ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and 
tusks imported for hunting trophy purposes from all sources between 2003 and 2012. 
275 The total weight of ivory specimens (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) imported by the U.S. as hunting trophies 
between 2003 and 2012 is equal to 10,443 kg. Using the standard of the average weight of an elephants’ two tusks as 
6.66kg, the number of African elephants’ represented by that total weight is 1,582.  
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Figure 17: U.S. Net Imports of Ivory (kg), Hunting Trophy Purpose, All Sources (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Filtered for U.S. and measurable units, 
specifically ivory carvings, pieces, and scraps, as well as tusks (in kilograms). 
 
Hunting trophy imports from range states: The top global gross hunting trophy imports between 
2003 and 2012 were from the following African elephant range countries: Zimbabwe (7,238 
estimated elephants), Botswana (3,284 estimated elephants), South Africa (1,892 estimated 
elephants), Namibia (876 estimated elephants), Mozambique (712 estimated elephants), Cameroon 
(612 estimated elephants), Tanzania (889 estimated elephants), and Zambia (129 estimated 
elephants). See Table 15 and Figure 18. 
 
Table 15: Global Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Hunting Trophy 
Purpose (2003-2012) 

Global Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Hunting Trophy Purpose (2003-2012) 
  Zimbabwe Botswana South 

Africa 
Tanzania Namibia Mozambique Cameroon Zambia 

Global 
Gross 
Number 
of 
Imports  

Ivory 20,246kg ÷ 
6.66 = 

3,040 el. 

200kg ÷ 
6.66 = 30 

el. 

93kg ÷ 
6.66 = 
14 el. 

N/A N/A 206kg ÷ 6.66 
= 31 el. 

33kg ÷ 
6.66 =5 el. 

N/A 

Tusks 3,168 ÷ 2 = 
1,584 el. 

2,489 ÷ 2 
= 1,245 el. 

1816 ÷ 
2 = 

908 el. 

973÷ 2 = 
487 

778 ÷ 2 
= 389 el. 

662 ÷ 2 = 331 
el. 

340 ÷ 2 = 
170 el. 

182 ÷ 2 
= 91 el. 

Trophies 2,614 el. 2002 el. 966 el. 888 el. 487 el. 350 el. 435 el. 38 el. 
Bodies N/A 7 4 el. 1 N/A N/A 2 el. N/A 
Live N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Total 
Elephants 

7,238 el. 3,284 el. 1,892 
el. 

1,376 el. 876 el. 712 el. 612 el. 129 el. 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed in January 16, 2015 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Exporting countries selected included: 
Zimbabwe, Botswana, South Africa, Tanzania, Namibia, Mozambique, Cameroon, and Zambia. 
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Figure 18: Total Estimate African Elephants Impacted by the Gross Wild-Sourced Hunting 
Trophy Imports of Elephants and their Parts from Range States, Top Countries (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, “gross imports” search completed on 7 November, 2014, using the following 
terms: Loxodonta africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Search was 
conducted separately for all African elephant range states as exporters. 
 
In terms of the role the U.S. has in gross hunting trophy imports from African elephant range 
states, the highest number of elephants imported between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: 
Zimbabwe (3,711 estimated elephants), Botswana (1,487 estimated elephants), South Africa 
(1,286 estimated elephants), Tanzania (337 estimated elephants), Namibia (316 estimated 
elephants), among others. See Table 16 and Figure 19. 
 
Table 16: U.S. Gross Imports of Elephant Parts for Hunting Trophy Purpose, Wild-Sourced 
(2003-2012) 

U.S. Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Hunting Trophy Purpose (2003-2012) 
  Zimbabwe Botswana South 

Africa 
Tanzania Namibia 

U.S. Gross 
Number of 
Imports  

Ivory 10,403kg ÷ 6.66 
= 1,562 el. 

N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Tusks 1,211 ÷ 2 = 606 
el. 

 1,003 ÷ 2 = 502 
el. 

853 ÷ 2 = 
427 el. 

N/A 266 ÷ 2 = 133 el. 

Trophies 1,543 el. 985 el. 859 el. 337 el. 183 el. 
Bodies N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Live N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Total 
Elephants 

3,711 el. 1,487 el. 1,286 el. 337 el. 316 el. 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed in January 16, 2015 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Exporting countries selected included: 
Zimbabwe, Botswana, South Africa, Tanzania, and Namibia. Filtered for U.S. as importer. 
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Figure 19: Total Estimated African Elephants Impacted by Gross U.S. Wild-Sourced 
Hunting Trophy Imports of Elephants and their Parts from Range States between 2003 and 
2012, Top Countries 

Source: CITES Trade Database, “gross imports” search completed on 7 November, 2014, using the following terms: 
Loxodonta africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Search was conducted 
separately for all African elephant range states as exporters. Results filtered for gross imports into U.S.   
 

b. African elephant specimens in trade (hunting trophy purpose) 
 
Global imports: Of total global net imports traded between 2003-2012 for all purposes (with no 
measurable units recorded), 35,000 African elephant specimens were imported for hunting trophy 
purposes (12% of 281,428 global net specimen imports with no measurable unit). 
 
As Figure 20 illustrates, global net hunting trophy imports of specimens from all sources (no 
measurable unit recorded) have grown substantially between 2003 and 2012 and the U.S. net 
hunting trophy imports have steadily increased over the same time period. Global hunting trophy 
imports of specimens from all sources have steadily increased since 2009, reaching a high of 6,974 
specimen imports in 2012 (compared to the lowest number of hunting trophy specimen imports in 
2004 of 1,895).  
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Figure 20: Global and U.S. Net Hunting Trophy Imports of African Elephant Specimens, All 
Sources (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Totals were calculated globally and just for 
US. 
 
The top three items in terms of numbers of global hunting trophy imports of specimens from all 
sources between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: tusks (9,387 specimens), trophies (7,687 
specimens), and skin pieces (3,831 specimens). Global hunting trophy imports of tusks from all 
sources have been in decline since the highest point of 1,376 imports in 2006 and have remained in 
the eight hundred import range between 2010 and 2012. Global imports of hunting trophies from 
all sources have ranged between the lowest number in 2003 (612) and the highest in 2009 (1,145); 
there has been a general decline since 2009 in the number of global imports. Finally, global 
imports of hunting trophy skin pieces reached their lowest point with 46 specimens imported from 
all sources in 2007, but have been steadily increasing with the highest imports of 982 recorded in 
2012. See Figure 21. 
 

 



73  

 
 

 
Figure 21: Global Net Imports of Hunting Trophy Tusks, Trophies, and Skin Pieces, All 
Sources (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Filtered for “blank” terms and graphs 
created for the top imported global specimens: tusks, trophies, and skin pieces.  
 
U.S. imports: Of the 35,000 specimens imported globally between 2003 and 2012 from all sources 
for hunting trophy purposes, the U.S. imported 16,408 specimens, which is 47% of the total. As 
Figure 13 illustrates, U.S. net imports of hunting trophy specimens from all sources have increased 
steadily over the decade analyzed for this Petition. U.S. net imports of hunting trophy specimens 
from wild sources closely follow this same trend because almost all of the imports were wild-
sourced. See Figure 22.  
 

 
Figure 22: U.S. Net Hunting Trophy Imports of Specimens, Wild-Sourced (no units) (2003-
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2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and hunting trophy purpose. Filtered for U.S. and “blank” terms  
 

The top three items in terms of numbers of U.S. net imports of wild-sourced hunting trophy 
specimens between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: tusks (3,406 specimens, trophies (3,364 
specimens, and skin pieces (1,706 specimens). U.S. imports of hunting trophy tusks between 2003 
and 2012 reached a high in 2006 with 473 specimens imported. That number dropped to 207 
specimens in 2009 but has been steadily increasing up to 373 specimens in 2012. U.S. net imports 
of wild-sourced hunting trophies reached the lowest point of the decade studied in 2007 with 226 
imports and the highest point in 2009 with 416 imports. U.S. net imports of wild-sourced hunting 
trophy skin pieces have been generally on an upward trend between 2003 and 2010, ranging 
between 19 imports in 2007 and 386 imports in 2012. See Figure 23 
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Figure 23: U.S. Net Imports of Hunting Trophy Tusks, Trophies, and Skin Pieces (Wild-
Sourced) (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and hunting trophy purpose. Filtered for U.S. and “blank” terms and 
graphs created for the top imported specimens: tusks, trophies, and skin pieces.  

 
3. Personal Purpose 

 
c. Estimated elephants in trade (personal purpose) 

 

Global imports: The original analysis presented in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 
2012 the total number of African elephants reflected by the reported global net personal imports 
from all sources is 3,105. The number of African elephants reflected by the reported global net 
personal imports from wild sources is 2,652. 
 
In terms of measurable units, net personal purpose imports of ivory during that year span included 
approximately 9,257 kg (9.2 metric tons), equivalent to at least 1,390 African elephants 
(calculation: 9,257 ÷ 6.66 = 1,390 elephants).276 When this number of elephants is combined with 
the number of net personal purpose trophy imports (846), body imports (11), and live imports (11) 
between the years 2003-2012; the total number of African elephants imported for personal 
purposes in that time span is 2,258 (calculation: 1,390 + 846 + 11 + 11 = 2,258 elephants).  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by net imports of tusks for personal 
purposes from 2003-2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the total 
number of African elephants imported is 3,105 (calculation: 1,390 + 847 + 846 + 11 + 11 = 3,105 
elephants). Almost all of the net imports of African elephant specimens for personal purposes were 
from wild sourced elephants (2,652 elephants of 3,105 or 85%). See Table 17.  
 
  

                                                           
276 The total weight of net personal imports of ivory specimen (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) for all purposes 
between 2003 and 2012 is 9,257kg. Using the standard of the average weight of two tusks of one elephants’ as 6.66kg, 
the number of African elephants’ represented by that total weight is 1,390. 
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Table 17: Global Net Personal Imports from 2003 to 2012 (all sources and wild sources) 

Global Net Personal Imports from 2003 to 2012 (all sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
 
 

49,390 9,257 kg ÷ 
6.66kg (avg. 

weight per tusk) 
 

= 1,390 
elephants 

1,693 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 847 elephants 

846 trophies 
= 846 

elephants 

11 bodies = 
11 elephants 

11 live = 11 
elephants 

 

3,105 
 

Global Net Personal Imports from 2003 to 2012 (wild sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
 
 

28,048 7,826 kg ÷ 
6.66kg (avg. 

weight per tusk) 
= 1,175 

elephants 

1,254 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 627 elephants 

840 trophies 
= 840 

elephants 

9 bodies = 9 
elephants 

1 live = 1 
elephant 

 

2,652 
 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, and personal purpose.  
 
Global imports of ivory (in kilograms) for personal purposes from all sources have spiked to their 
highest points in 2011 (3,433kg) and 2012 (3,367kg). This is a significant increase compared to 
31kg of ivory imported for personal purpose in 2006. However, when one reviews wild-sourced 
personal purpose ivory (kg) imports between 2003 and 2012, the ivory imported globally for 
personal purposes was only 160kg in 2011 and 249 in 2012. See Figure 24. 

 
Figure 24: Global Net Imports of Ivory (kg) for Personal Purpose, All Sources and Wild 
Sources (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, and personal purpose. Filtered for measurable units, 
specifically ivory carvings, pieces, and scraps, as well as tusks (in kilograms). 
 
U.S. imports: The analysis presented in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 2012 the 
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total of African elephants reflected by the reported U.S. net personal imports from all sources is 
228. The number of African elephants reflected by the reported U.S. net personal imports from 
wild sources is 69. 
 
The U.S. imported 18 kg277 of all-source ivory equivalent to 3278 African elephants (calculation: 18 
÷ 6.66 = 3 elephants). When this number of elephants is combined with the number of U.S. net 
personal purpose trophy imports (116), body imports (1), and live imports (n/a) from all sources 
between the years 2003-2012, the total number of African elephants imported by U.S. for personal 
purposes is 120 (calculation: 3 + 116 + 1 = 120).  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by net U.S. imports of tusks for personal 
purposes from 2003-2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the total 
number of African elephants imported by the U.S. is 228 (calculation: 3 + 108 + 116 + 1 = 228 
elephants). Of this total, 30% of the net U.S. imports were from wild-sourced elephants (69 of 228 
elephants). See Table 18.  
 
Table 18: U.S. Net Personal Imports, All Sources and Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) 

U.S. Net Personal Imports from 2003 to 2012 (all sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
 
 

22,164 18 kg ÷ 6.66kg 
(avg. weight per 

tusk) 
= 3 elephants 

215 ÷ 2 (number of 
tusks per elephant)= 

108 

116 trophies = 
116 elephants 

1 bodies = 1 
elephant 

n/a 
 

228 
 

U.S. Net Personal Imports from 2003 to 2012 (wild sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
 
 

11,659 3 kg ÷ 6.66kg (avg. 
weight per tusk) 
= n/a elephants 

138 ÷ 2 (number of 
tusks per elephant) = 

69 

n/a n/a n/a 
 

69 
 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, and personal purpose.  
 
U.S. net personal imports of ivory (in kilograms) from all sources was minimal between 2003 and 
2010, ranging between 0.05kg and 1.4kg. However, the imports increased to their highest recorded 
point in 2012, at 12.36kg. Wild-sourced personal imports of ivory have remained lower, with the 
highest imports in 2012 at 2.36kg. See Figure 25. 
 

                                                           
277 Calculated by adding the U.S. net import weight (in kilograms) of ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and 
tusks imported for commercial purposes from all sources between 2003 and 2012. 
278 The total weight of ivory specimens (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) imported by U.S. for personal purposes 
between 2003 and 2012 is equal to 18 kg. Using the standard of the average weight of an elephants’ two tusks as 
6.66kg the number of African elephants’ represented by that total weight is 3.  
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Figure 25: U.S. Net Personal Purpose Imports of Ivory (kg), All Sources and Wild-Sourced 
(2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, and personal purpose. Filtered for U.S. and 
measurable units, specifically ivory carvings, pieces, and scraps, as well as tusks (in kilograms). 

 
Personal purpose imports from range states: The top global gross personal purpose imports 
between 2003 and 2012 were from the following African elephant range countries: Zimbabwe 
(5,810 estimated elephants), South Africa (518 estimated elephants), Tanzania (231 estimated 
elephants), Cameroon (127 estimated elephants), Botswana (93 estimated elephants), Mozambique 
(60 estimated elephants), Namibia (53 estimated elephants), and Gabon (50 estimated elephants), 
among others. See Tables 19 and 20; Figure 26. 
 
Table 19: Global Gross Personal Imports of African Elephant Parts, Wild-Sourced (2003-
2012) 

Global Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Personal Purpose (2003-2012) 
  Zimbabwe South Africa Tanzania Cameroon 
Global Gross 
Number of Imports  

Ivory 6,720kg ÷ 6.66kg = 
1,009 el. 

N/A N/A N/A 

Tusks 9,273 ÷ 2 (tusks per 
elephant) = 4,637 el. 

478 ÷ 2 (tusks per 
elephant) = 239 el. 

18 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
9 

16 ÷ 2 (tusks per 
elephant) = 8 el. 

Trophies 164 el. 80 el. 222 el. 119 el. 
Bodies N/A 8 el. N/A N/A 
Live N/A 0 N/A N/A 
Total Elephants 5,810 el. 327 el. 231 el. 127 el. 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed in January 16, 2015 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and personal purpose. Exporting countries selected included: 
Zimbabwe, South Africa, Tanzania, and Cameroon. 
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Table 20: Global Gross Personal Imports of African Elephant Parts, Wild-Sourced (2003-
2012) 

Global Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Personal Purpose (2003-2012) 
  Botswana Mozambique Namibia Gabon 
Global Gross 
Number of Imports  

Ivory N/A N/A N/A 5kg ÷ 6.66kg =1 
el. 

Tusks 52÷ 2 (tusks per 
elephant) = 26 el. 

N/A 32 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 

= 16 el. 

95 ÷ 2 (tusks per 
elephant) = 48 el. 

Trophies 66 el. 60 el. 37 el. 1 el. 
Bodies 1 el. N/A N/A N/A 
Live N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Total Elephants 93 el. 60 el. 53 el. 50 el. 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed in January 16, 2015 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Exporting countries selected included: 
Botswana, Mozambique, Namibia, and Gabon. Filtered for U.S. as importer. 

 

 
Figure 26: Total Estimated African Elephants Impacted by the Global Gross Wild-Sourced 
Personal Purpose Imports of Elephants and their Parts from Range States between 2003 and 
2012, Top Countries 

Source: CITES Trade Database, “gross imports” search completed on 7 November, 2014, using the following terms: 
Loxodonta africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and personal purpose. Search was conducted separately for 
all African elephant range states as exporters.  
 
In terms of the role the U.S. has in gross personal purpose imports from African elephant range 
states, the highest number of elephants imported between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: South 
Africa (85 estimated elephants), Zimbabwe (65 estimated elephants), Botswana (13 estimated 
elephants), Namibia (11 estimated elephants), Cameroon (2 estimated elephants), among others. 
See Table 21. 
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Table 21: U.S. Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Personal Purpose (2003-
2012) 

U.S. Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Personal Purpose (2003-2012) 
  South Africa Zimbabwe Botswana Namibia Cameroon 

U.S. Gross 
Number of 
Imports  

Ivory N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Tusks 83 ÷ 2 (tusks per 

elephant) = 42 el. 
41 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant)  

= 21 el. 

2 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant)  

= 1 el. 

2 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant)  

= 1 el. 

2 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant)  

= 1 el. 
Trophies 43 el. 44 el. 12 el. 10 el. N/A 
Bodies N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Live N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Total Elephants 85 el. 65 el. 13 el. 11 el. 2 el. 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed in January 16, 2015 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Exporting countries selected included: 
South Africa, Zimbabwe, Botswana, Namibia, and Cameroon. Filtered for U.S. as importer. 

 
a. African elephant specimens in trade (personal purpose) 

 
Global imports: Of total global net imports traded between 2003 and 2012 for all purposes (with 
no measurable units recorded), 49,390 African elephant specimens were imported from all sources 
and for personal purpose (18% of the total specimens imported for all purposes and from all 
sources). In terms of global net personal imports from wild sources, 28,048 specimens were 
imported between 2003 and 2012. 
 
As Figure 27 illustrates, global net personal imports from all sources (no measurable unit 
recorded) have grown steadily between 2003 and 2012 (except for a large spike in 2005). U.S. 
personal imports have not shown a similar increase with respect to non-measurable units. Global 
personal imports experienced a spike in growth following the 2008/2009 CITES one-off sale of 
ivory.  
 

 
Figure 27: Global and U.S. Net Personal Imports of African Elephant Specimens, All 
Sources (No Units) (2003-2012) 
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Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and personal purpose. Totals were calculated globally and for US. 
 
U.S. imports: Of this trade U.S. imported 22,164 African elephant specimens between 2003 and 
2012 for personal purpose (without a measurable unit recorded) which is 45% of the total global 
net imported personal specimens. It also imported 11,659 wild-sourced African elephant 
specimens between 2003 and 2012.  
 
The top three items in terms of numbers of U.S. net personal imports of wild-sourced specimens 
between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: ivory carvings (4,737 specimens), small leather products 
(1,208 specimens), and feet (935 specimens). U.S. net personal imports of wild-sourced ivory 
carvings have declined since 2007 from the highest point of 930 specimens imported to 275 
imports in 2012. U.S. net personal imports of wild-sourced small leather products have generally 
increased, with the highest imports of 378 specimens in 2010. Finally, U.S. net personal imports of 
wild-sourced feet specimens were minimal between 2003 and 2008 (ranging between zero and 12) 
and reached a high of 254 specimens in 2010. See Figure 28. 
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Figure 28: U.S. Net Personal Imports of Ivory Carvings, Small Leather Products, and Feet 
Specimens, Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and personal purpose. Filtered for U.S. and “blank” terms and graphs 
created for the top imported specimens: ivory carvings, small leather products, and feet specimens.  
 

b. International Legal Trade in African Elephants and their Parts by Source Country 
 

There are thirty-seven African elephant range States.279 According to the CITES Trade 
Database, imports of African elephants and their parts have been reported from eighteen 
African elephant range states between 2003 and 2012 and they include: Botswana, Burkina 
Faso, Cameroon, Côte d’Ivoire, Democratic Republic of Congo, Gabon, Ghana, Kenya, 
Mozambique, Senegal, South Africa, South Sudan, Swaziland, Tanzania, Zambia, and 
Zimbabwe. The top five sources of imports, according to totals of imports for commercial, 
hunting trophy, and personal purpose are South Africa, Botswana, Zimbabwe, Namibia, and 
Tanzania. Note that the populations of South Africa, Botswana, Zimbabwe and Namibia are the 
only populations on Appendix II of CITES. Whereas the populations of all other range states 
are on Appendix I. 
 
Table 22: Thirty-Seven Recognized African Elephant Range States 

Angola, Benin, Botswana, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, 
Republic of Congo, Democratic, Republic of the Congo, Côte d'Ivoire, Equatorial Guinea, 
Eritrea, Ethiopia, Gabon, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea Bissau, Kenya, Liberia, Malawi, Mali, 
Mozambique, Namibia, Niger, le Nigeria, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, South 
Africa, Sudan, Swaziland, United Republic of Tanzania, Togo, Uganda, Zambia and 
Zimbabwe 

 
Below are detailed summaries on the 11 range states from which the U.S. imported wild-
sourced African elephants and their parts for all purposes between 2003 and 2012, which 
demonstrate that the U.S. must list this species as Endangered in order to ensure that such 
                                                           
279 CITES, African Elephant Action Plan, CITES COP15 INF. 68 (2010) available at 
http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/e15i_68.pdf (last visited Nov. 5, 2014).  



83  

imports only occur for purposes that promote the conservation of the species. The countries are 
listed from greatest number of estimated African elephants impacted by the U.S. imports to 
smallest: Zimbabwe, Botswana, South Africa, Namibia, Tanzania, Zambia, Cameroon, Ghana, 
Gabon, Mozambique, and Kenya. Data for other range states that exported African elephants 
and their parts between 2003 and 2012, but from which the U.S. did not import specimens, can 
be found throughout the Appendix of this petition.  
 

i. Zimbabwe 
 
African elephants of Zimbabwe have been listed on Appendix II of CITES since 1997. Tables 23 
and 24 summarize that 969 African elephants were impacted by global commercial imports from 
Zimbabwe between 2003 and 2012. 7,238 African elephants were impacted by global hunting trophy 
imports from Zimbabwe between 2003 and 2012. 1,416 African elephants were impacted by global 
personal imports from Zimbabwe between 2003 and 2012. Between 2003 and 2012, U.S. imports of 
hunting trophies were the largest category 3,729 estimated elephants.  
 
Table 23: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Zimbabwe between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

 ZIMBABWE 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants 

for Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants 
for Personal Purpose 

 Term #  
Eleph 

Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 

Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Zimbabwe 

Ivory  3,821kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 574 

Ivory  20,249kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 3,040 

Ivory 6,718kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 

1,009 
Tusks 457 ÷ 2 (tusks 

per elephant) 
= 229 

Tusks 3,168 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
1,584 

Tusks 485 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 

= 243 

Trophies 159 Trophies  2,614 Trophies 164 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live 7 Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

969 Total 
Elephants 

7,238 Total 
Elephants 

1,416 

 
Table 24: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Zimbabwe between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

ZIMBABWE 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  10,404kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 

1,562 

Ivory  N/A 
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Zimbabwe Tusks  175 ÷ 2 
(tusks) = 88 

Tusks  1,247 ÷ 2 
(tusks) = 

624 

Tusks  42 ÷ 2 
(tusks) = 21 

Trophies 21 Trophies  1,543 Trophies 44 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live 7 Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

116 Total 
Elephants 

3,729 Total 
Elephants 

65 

 
 

ii. Botswana 
 
The African elephants of Botswana have been listed on Appendix II of CITES since 1997. 
Botswana also currently bans hunting of certain species, including elephants.280 Tables 25 and 26 
summarizes that 9,553 African elephants were impacted by global commercial imports from Botswana 
between 2003 and 2012. 3,284 African elephants were impacted by global hunting trophy imports from 
Botswana between 2003 and 2012. 93 African elephants were impacted by global personal imports 
from Botswana between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports of hunting trophies made up the 
majority of US imports (1,487 estimated elephants). 
 
Table 25: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Botswana between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

BOTSWANA 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants 

for Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term #  
Eleph 

Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 

Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Botswana 

Ivory  43,171 kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 

6,482 

Ivory  198kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 30 

Ivory N/A 

Tusks 6,134 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
3,067  

Tusks 2,490 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
1,245 

Tusks 52 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
26 

Trophies 4 Trophies  2002 Trophies 66 

Bodies N/A Bodies 7 Bodies 1 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

9,553 Total 
Elephants 

3,284 Total Elephants 93 

 

                                                           
280 Botswana hunting ban takes effect, All Africa (23 Jan 2014), available at 
http://allafrica.com/stories/201401240031.html (last visited Nov. 26, 2014). 



85  

Table 26: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Botswana between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

BOTSWANA 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Botswana 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A 
Tusks  N/A Tusks  1003 ÷ 2 

(tusks per 
elephant) = 

502 

Tusks  51 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
26 

Trophies 3 Trophies  985 Trophies 12 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

3 Total 
Elephants 

1,487 Total 
Elephants 

92 

 
 

iii. South Africa 
 

The African elephants of South Africa have been listed on Appendix II of CITES since 2000. 
Tables 27 and 28 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from South 
Africa between 2003 and into the U.S. 15,255 African elephants were impacted by global commercial 
imports from South Africa between 2003 and 2012. 1,892 African elephants were impacted by global 
hunting trophy imports from South Africa between 2003 and 2012. 327 African elephants were 
impacted by global personal imports from South Africa between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. 
imports of hunting trophies made up the majority of these imports (1,286 elephants).  
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Table 27: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from South Africa between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

SOUTH AFRICA 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term #  
Eleph 

Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 

Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
South Africa 

Ivory  101,537 kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 
15,246 

Ivory  90 kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 14 

Ivory N/A 

Tusks 12 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) = 

6 

Tusks 1,816 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
908 

Tusks 478 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
239 

Trophies 3 Trophies  966 Trophies 80 

Bodies 0 Bodies 4 Bodies 8 

Live 0 Live 0 Live 0 

Total 
Elephants 

15,255 Total 
Elephants 

1,892 Total Elephants 327 

 
Table 28: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
South Africa between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

SOUTH AFRICA 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
South Africa 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A 
Tusks  4 ÷ 2 (tusks 

per 
elephant) = 

2 

Tusks  853 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
474 

Tusks  82 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
46 

Trophies 3 Trophies  859 Trophies 43 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

5 Total 
Elephants 

1,286 Total 
Elephants 

84 

 
 

iv. Namibia 
 
The African elephants of Namibia have been listed on Appendix II of CITES since 1997. Tables 29 
and 30 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from Namibia between 
2003 and into the U.S. 2,257 African elephants were impacted by global commercial imports from 
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Namibia between 2003 and 2012. 876 African elephants were impacted by global hunting trophy 
imports from Namibia between 2003 and 2012. 53 African elephants were impacted by global personal 
imports from Namibia between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports of  hunting trophies 
made up nearly all of these imports (316 elephants). 
 
Table 29: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Namibia between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

NAMIBIA 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants 
for Hunting Trophy 

Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term #  
Eleph 

Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 

Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Namibia 

Ivory  15,008 kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 

2,253 

Ivory  N/A Ivory N/A 

Tusks 6 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 

= 3 

Tusks 777 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
389 

Tusks 32 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
16 

Trophies 1  Trophies  487 Trophies 37  

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

2,257 Total 
Elephants 

876 Total Elephants 53 

 
Table 30: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Namibia between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

NAMIBIA 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Namibia 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A 
Tusks  N/A Tusks  266 ÷ 2 

(tusks per 
elephant) = 

133 

Tusks  2 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per 

elephant) = 
1 

Trophies N/A Trophies  183 Trophies 10 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

316 Total 
Elephants 

11 

 
v. Tanzania 



88  

 
The African elephants of Tanzania have been listed on Appendix I of CITES since 1990. Tables 31 
and 32 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from Tanzania between 
2003 and into the U.S. 1 African elephant was impacted by global commercial imports from Tanzania 
between 2003 and 2012. 1,376 African elephants were impacted by global hunting trophy imports from 
Tanzania between 2003 and 2012. 231 African elephants were impacted by global personal imports 
from Tanzania between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports of hunting trophies accounted 
for all of these imports.  
 
Table 31: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Tanzania between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

TANZANIA 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Tanzania 

Ivory N/A Ivory N/A Ivory N/A 
Tusks N/A Tusks 973÷ 2 

(tusks per 
elephant) = 
487 

Tusks 18 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 
= 9 

Trophies 1 Trophies  888  Trophies 222 

Bodies N/A Bodies 1 Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

1 Total 
Elephants 

1,376 Total 
Elephants 

231 

 
Table 32: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Tanzania between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

TANZANIA 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Tanzania 

Ivory N/A Ivory N/A Ivory N/A 
Tusks N/A Tusks N/A Tusks N/A 

Trophies N/A Trophies  337 Trophies N/A 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

337 Total 
Elephants 

N/A 

 
vi. Zambia 

 
The African elephants of Zambia have been listed on Appendix I of CITES since 1990. Zambia 
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also currently has an active ban on the hunting of certain species, including elephants.281 Tables 33 
and 34 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from Zambia between 
2003 and into the U.S. There were no African elephants impacted by global commercial imports from 
Zambia between 2003 and 2012. 129 African elephants were impacted by global hunting trophy 
imports from Zambia between 2003 and 2012. 16 African elephants were impacted by global personal 
imports from Zambia between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports of hunting trophies made 
up all of these imports.  
 
Table 33: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Zambia between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

ZAMBIA 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Zambia 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A 
Tusks  N/A Tusks  181 ÷ 2 

(tusks per 
elephant) = 
91 

Tusks  7 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 
= 4 

Trophies N/A Trophies   38 Trophies 12  

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

129 Total 
Elephants 

16 

 
Table 34: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Zambia between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

ZAMBIA 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Zambia 

Ivory N/A Ivory N/A Ivory N/A 
Tusks ÷ 2 (tusks 

per elephant) 
= 10 

Tusks 18 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 
= 9 

Tusks N/A 

Trophies N/A Trophies  11 Trophies N/A 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

20 Total 
Elephants 

N/A 

                                                           
281 J. Kunda. Zambia: Hunting Ban On Elephants Still On, All Africa (4 Sep 2014), available at 
http://allafrica.com/stories/201409050096.html (last visited Nov. 26, 2014). 
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vii. Cameroon 

 
The African elephants of Cameroon have been listed on Appendix I of CITES since 1990. Tables 35 
and 36 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from Cameroon between 
2003 and into the U.S. Only two African elephants were impacted by global commercial imports from 
Cameroon between 2003 and 2012. 612 African elephants were impacted by global hunting trophy 
imports from Cameroon between 2003 and 2012. 137 African elephants were impacted by global 
personal imports from Cameroon between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports of hunting 
trophies amounted to 1 estimated elephant, and imports for personal purpose also amounted to 1 
elephant. 
 
Table 35: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Cameroon between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

CAMEROON 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Cameroon 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  36kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 5 

Ivory  N/A 

Tusks  2 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 
= 1 

Tusks  340 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 
elephant) = 
170 

Tusks  16 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 
= 8 

Trophies 1 Trophies  435 Trophies 119 

Bodies N/A Bodies 2 Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

2 Total 
Elephants 

612 Total 
Elephants 

137 

 
Table 36: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Cameroon between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

CAMEROON 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Cameroon 

Ivory N/A Ivory N/A Ivory N/A 
Tusks N/A Tusks N/A Tusks 2 ÷ 2 (tusks 

per elephant) 
= 1 

Trophies N/A Trophies  1 Trophies N/A 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 
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Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

1 Total 
Elephants 

1 

 
viii. Ghana 

 
The African elephants of Ghana have been listed on Appendix II of CITES since 1997. Tables 37 
and 38 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from Ghana between 
2003 and into the U.S. No African elephants were impacted by global commercial or hunting trophy 
imports from Ghana between 2003 and 2012. The total previous cited, African elephant parts that 
represent 6 elephants, were all imported for personal purposes from Ghana between 2003 and 2012.  
Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports for personal purpose imports accounted for all imports.  
 
Table 37: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Ghana between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

GHANA 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Ghana 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A 
Tusks   Tusks  N/A Tusks  11 ÷ 2 (tusks 

per elephant) 
= 6 

Trophies N/A Trophies  N/A Trophies N/A 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

6 

 
Table 38: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Ghana between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

GHANA 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Ghana 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A 
Tusks  N/A Tusks  N/A Tusks  1 ÷ 2 (tusks 

per elephant) 
= .5 

Trophies N/A Trophies  N/A Trophies N/A 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

.5 
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ix. Gabon 

 
The African elephants of Gabon have been listed on Appendix II of CITES since 1997. Tables 39 
and 40 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from Gabon between 
2003 and into the U.S. No African elephants were impacted by global commercial or hunting trophy 
imports from Gabon between 2003 and 2012. All 50 estimated elephants were imported for personal 
purposes from Gabon between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports for personal purpose 
imports accounted for all imports.  
 
Table 39: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Gabon between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

GABON 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Gabon 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A Ivory  (5.04 kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 1 

Tusks  N/A Tusks  N/A Tusks  96 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 
= 48 

Trophies N/A Trophies  2 Trophies 1 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

2 Total 
Elephants 

50 

 
Table 40: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Gabon between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

GABON 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Gabon 

Ivory N/A Ivory N/A Ivory N/A 
Tusks N/A Tusks N/A Tusks 2 ÷ 2 (tusks 

per elephant) 
1 

Trophies N/A Trophies  N/A Trophies N/A 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

1 
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x. Mozambique 
 
The African elephants of Mozambique have been listed on Appendix I of CITES since 1990. Tables 
41 and 42 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from Mozambique 
between 2003 and into the U.S. Only two African elephants were impacted by global commercial 
imports from Mozambique between 2003 and 2012. 713 African elephants were impacted by global 
hunting trophy imports from Mozambique between 2003 and 2012. 60 African elephants were impacted 
by global personal imports from Mozambique between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports 
for hunting trophy purpose amounted to 1 estimated elephant. 
 
Table 41: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Mozambique between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

MOZAMBIQUE 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants 
for Hunting Trophy 

Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Mozambique 

Ivory N/A Ivory 208 ÷ 
6.66kg = 31 

Ivory N/A 

Tusks 3 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 
= 2 

Tusks 663 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 
elephant) = 
332 

Tusks N/A 

Trophies N/A Trophies  350 Trophies 60  

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

2 Total 
Elephants 

713 Total 
Elephants 

60 

 
Table 42: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Mozambique between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

MOZAMBIQUE 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Mozambique 

Ivory N/A Ivory N/A Ivory N/A 
Tusks N/A Tusks 2 ÷ 2 (tusks 

per elephant) 
1 

Tusks N/A 

Trophies N/A Trophies  N/A Trophies N/A 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

1 Total 
Elephants 

N/A 
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c. International Illegal Trade in African Elephant and their Parts 
 

i. Legal commercial trade in ivory has stimulated illegal trade 
 

As demonstrated through the original analysis in this petition, the scope of currently legal 
international trade in ivory is quite large, but it pales in comparison to the illegal trade in ivory.  
The U.S. must further restrict its imports of African elephant parts and products in order to prevent 
continued overutilization of this species.   
 
A study by Wittemyer (2014) estimated that approximately 33,630 elephants were poached every 
year between 2010 and 2012, amounting to the deaths of nearly 100,000 African elephants in that 
three-year period. This rate of poaching is not biologically sustainable and clearly constitutes over-
utilization.  
 
Evidence shows a strong link between legal trade in African elephant ivory, and the recent 
increased demand for ivory. In 1989, the CITES Parties listed the African elephant on Appendix I, 
which prohibited international commercial trade in African elephant ivory beginning in 1990. (The 
Asian elephant was already on Appendix I and so international trade in Asian elephant ivory was 
already prohibited under CITES.) In subsequent years, ivory-carving industries in the main ivory 
consumer countries of Japan and China dwindled and ivory demand subsided. A continent-wide 
survey282 to evaluate the impact of the Appendix I listing in 15 African ivory countries found that 
each of the surveyed countries, apart from Nigeria, demonstrated a decline in demand for ivory 
and a drop in the size of ivory markets where illegal ivory was traditionally sold. As further 
evidence of the positive impact of the CITES ivory trade ban, the volume of ivory seized 
worldwide declined from 1989 to 1994 and was stable from then until 1998.283  
 
However, after 1998, two CITES-sanctioned sales of large amounts of stockpiled ivory from four 
southern African countries to two Asian ivory consumer countries created a partial lifting of the 
1989 ban. In 1997, the CITES Parties transferred the African elephant populations of Botswana, 
Namibia and Zimbabwe to Appendix II and in 1999, 49,574 kg of stockpiled ivory from those 
countries were exported to Japan where it could be used for sale only on the domestic market (not 
for export). In 2000, the CITES Parties transferred the elephant population of South Africa to 
Appendix II. In 2009 the four countries with populations on Appendix II exported 107,770 kg of 
stockpiled ivory to Japan and China where it could be used for sale on the domestic market.  
 
The partial lifting of the ban and the flow of ivory to Japan and China stimulated ivory markets in 
those countries, creating a large market demand that could not be completely met by the legal 
ivory trade. This led directly to increased levels of poaching and illegal ivory trade. The volume of 
ivory seizures increased substantially after 1999 even more so after 2008, particularly those 
shipments destined for China. See Figure 29.  

                                                           
282   E. Martin & D. Stiles, The Ivory Markets of Africa (March 2000), available at 
http://danstiles.org/publications/ivory/01.2000%20Africa.pdf (last visited Jan. 19, 2015). 
283 CITES, Illegal ivory trade. 
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Figure 29: China’s and Japan’s share of the total volume of seized ivory represented by the 

ETIS data (28 August 2002) 

Source: T. Milliken, R. W. Burn and L. Sangalakula, Illegal Trade in Ivory and other Elephant Specimens, CoP12 
Doc. 34.1 (2002). 
 
According to a 2002 Elephant Trade Information System (ETIS) report “As can be seen [in the 
figure above], China’s role as a destination for illegal consignments of ivory was fairly minor from 
1989 through 1997. Thereafter, however, China emerges as the single most important destination 
for ivory that has been seized and reported to ETIS.”284 Moreover, in Figure 30 ETIS data reveals 
that there was a significant increase in seizures of raw and worked ivory following 1997.  
 

 
Figure 30: Ivory Seizures by Type between 1996 and 2011 (ETIS) 

Source: Varun Vira, Thomas Ewing, and Jackson Miller, Out of Africa: Mapping the Global Trade in Illicit Elephant 
Ivory, 2014 pg. 1-59 (2014).  

                                                           
284 T. Milliken et al., Illegal Trade in Ivory and other Elephant Specimens, CoP12 Doc. 34.1 (2002), available at 
http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/doc/E12-34-1.pdf (last visited Jan. 19, 2015). [hereinafter “Milliken 
et al., Illegal Trade in Ivory”]. 
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According to Vira et al. (2014) the 2009 ivory sale “coincided with a massive surge in ivory-
related demand, reaching unprecedented levels.”285 In fact, following the legal sale to China “the 
wholesale price of ivory has exploded in China. Once pegged at $450/kg in Fuzhou in 2010, by 
2014 the same researchers concluded that wholesale prices had almost tripled to $2,100/kg.”286  
 
A 2013 ETIS report to CITES states that there was “a progressively sharper and statistically 
significant increase in illicit ivory trade from 2008 onwards.”287 Figure 30 illustrates the drastic 
increase in ivory seizures following 2008, whereby seizures of raw and worked ivory surpassed 
those of all previous years studied (from 1996 to 2008). Figure 31 below also shows that along 
with an increase in ivory seizures, the trend in the proportion of illegally killed elephants (PIKE) 
has also spiked after 2009 to its highest levels since 2002 and has continued to increase. Moreover, 
the percentage of illegally killed elephants has exceeded the offtake sustainability limit, the natural 
reproduction rate, since 2010.  
 

 
Figure 31: Trend in Proportion of Illegal Killed Elephants (PIKE) in Africa and Percentage 
of elephants illegally killed in Africa 

Source: UNEP, CITES, IUCN, TRAFFIC (2013). Elephants in the Dust – The African Elephant Crisis. A Rapid 
Response Assessment. United Nations Environment Programme, GRID-Arendal.  
 
Figure 32 confirms that the illegal offtake was still unsustainable as of 2013.  
 

                                                           
285 V. Vira et al., Out of Africa: Mapping the Global Trade in Illicit Elephant Ivory, 2014 1-59 (2014), available at 
http://a362a94f6d3f5f370057-c70bddd8faa4afe1b2ec557b907836d0.r4.cf1.rackcdn.com/Out-of-Africa-2014.pdf (last 
visited Nov. 4, 2014) [hereinafter “Vira et al., Out of Africa”]. 
286 Vira et al., Out of Africa. 
287 T. Milliken et al., ETIS Report of TRAFFIC, CoP 16 Doc. 53.2.2 (Rev. 1) (2013), available at 
http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/16/doc/E-CoP16-53-02-02.pdf (last visited Jan. 19, 2015). [hereinafter 
“Milliken et al., ETIS Report of TRAFFIC”]. 
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Figure 32: PIKE trends in Africa with 95 % confidence intervals. PIKE levels above the 
horizontal line at 0.5 (i.e. where half of dead elephants found are deemed to have been 
illegally killed) are likely to be unsustainable.288  

The Monitoring the Illegal Killing of Elephants (MIKE) Central Coordination Unit of the CITES 
Secretariat confirms that “overall higher PIKE levels are apparent in all four African subregions in 
the second half of the period covered by MIKE monitoring (2008-2013).”289 
 
Notably, the U.S. has one of the most significant markets for ivory in the world.290 It has been 
estimated that one-third of ivory offered for sale in the U.S. was carved after 1989, indicating that 
the ivory was most likely illegally imported after the CITES Appendix I listing. See the discussion 
under the section titled United States and the illegal trade in African elephant parts for more 
information. 
 

ii. Poaching for the illegal ivory trade is not biologically sustainable 
 
The legal trade in African elephants and their parts has had a substantial negative impact on the 
population of this species, and the combined poaching and illegal trade has brought this species to 
the brink of extinction. The best available science clearly shows that the “current offtake exceeds 
the intrinsic growth capacity of the species.”291 
 
In 1978, the Department of Interior listed African elephants as “Threatened” recognizing that 
“elephants were exterminated in large parts of their range by ivory hunters and pressure from 
growing human populations.”292 At that time, there were “at least 1.3 million of these animals still 
in existence,”293 more than double the present day population estimate of 433,999 to 683,888 
African elephants. Even more striking is that the population was estimated to be ten million in 

                                                           
288 CITES, Elephant Conservation.  
289 CITES, Elephant Conservation. 
290 Stiles & Martin, U.S.A.’s Ivory Markets at 71. 
291 Wittemyer et al., Illegal Killing. 
292 43 Fed. Reg.F. 20499-20504 (1978). 
293 43 Fed. Reg. 20499-20504. 
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1930.294 Even in 1978, the USFWS recognized that, with respect to ivory, “legal sales may 
stimulate poaching, and it may be impossible to determine how a particular product was 
obtained.”295 There is now a well-established link between the two recent CITES-approved sales 
of ivory, an increase in demand for ivory, and the subsequent catastrophic spike in poaching rates 
to meet that increased demand (as discussed below). 
 
In its 1978 listing, the USFWS supported continued interstate commerce in ivory as well as 
importation of ivory. The reasoning offered by the USFWS was as follows: 
 

Nevertheless, it may not be advisable to completely stop commerce 
or, insofar as can be accomplished by the Service, importation into 
the United States. Substantial amounts of ivory are collected from 
elephants that die of natural causes or are killed legally to protect 
human life or property. A limited number of elephants can be killed 
each year, and their ivory used, without detriment to overall 
populations. The sale of such ivory could result in extra funds for 
conservation programs, or at least could provide an economic 
incentive for such programs.296  
 

Similar logic was used to justify the CITES-approved legal sale of ivory, with CITES requiring 
that the countries selling the ivory “are obliged to use the funds raised exclusively for elephant 
conservation and community development programmes within or adjacent to the elephant 
range.”297 However, instead of yielding conservation benefits, this pay-to-play scheme leads to a 
catastrophic increase in ivory demand and poaching that has put the species on the brink of 
extinction.298  
 
Indeed, the USFWS has recently recognized the need to further restrict international and domestic 
trade in elephant parts and products299 stating that “[g]iven the unparalleled and escalating threats 
to African elephants, we believe that a nearly complete ban on commercial elephant ivory trade is 
the best way to ensure that U.S. domestic markets do not contribute to the decline of this species in 
the wild.”300  
 
Increased consumer demand in the last decade has pushed ivory wholesale prices from $5/kg in 
                                                           
294 IUCN, Elephant Database ; E/The Envtl. Mag., Are Elephant Populations Stable These Days? Sci. Am. (Apr. 9, 
2009) (available at http://www.scientificamerican.com/article.cfm?id=are-elephant-populations-stable 
[http://perma.cc/0zbziWRC2Hm]. 
295 43 C.F.R. 20499-20504, 20500 (1978). 
296 43 C.F.R. 20499-20504 (1978). 
297 CITES, Ivory Auctions Raise 15 Million U.S.D.  
298 This point is addressed in the section of this petition titled “Legal commercial trade and increased demand for 
ivory.” Following 1997, China emerged as the most important destination for “ivory that has been seized and reported 
to ETIS.” Milliken et al., Illegal Trade in Ivory.2002.2002. Moreover, another ETIS report from 2013 revealed that 
there was “a progressively sharper and statistically significant increase in illicit ivory trade from 2008 onwards.” 
Milliken et al., ETIS Report of TRAFFIC.2013.2013. Elephant poaching has been at an all-time high with nearly 
100,000 poached between 2010 and 2012. Wittemyer et al., Illegal Killing. 
299 USFWS Moves to Ban Commercial Elephant Ivory Trade Questions & Answers (2014), 
https://www.fws.gov/international/travel-and-trade/ivory-ban-questions-and-answers.html (last visited Nov. 4, 2014). 
[hereinafter “USFWS Moves to Ban Commercial Elephant Ivory”].  
300 USFWS Moves to Ban Commercial Elephant Ivory.  
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1989 to $2,100/kg in 2014 in China. This skyrocketing value has incentivized poaching in Africa 
(often by actors with strong ties to organized crime and militant groups); current poaching rates 
stand at 5-7% of the African elephant population each year.301 According to Vira et al. (2014), 
“[t]he volume of illegal trade is estimated to have tripled between 1998-2011 and is increasing at 
an escalating rate: activity more than doubled between 2007 and 2011.”302 
 
Analyses show a clear trend of escalating elephant deaths and dwindling populations. The IUCN 
estimates that in 2012 alone, at least 22,000 elephants were killed illegally303 and yielded 
approximately $552 million in sale value.304 In one stark example, researchers estimated that the 
population of forest elephants alone decreased by 62% between 2002 and 2011.305 A more recent 
report by Wittemyer et al. (2014) estimated that poachers killed 33,630 elephants per year over the 
period 2010-2012,306 and found that “elephant populations currently decline by nearly 60 to 70 
percent every 10 years, making it likely for the species to go extinct in the near future.”307 
 
Because the range of the African elephants is vast and usually very remote, the bodies of poached 
elephants sometimes remain undiscovered. This indicates that the actual rate of poaching is likely 
to be much higher than estimated. Based on ivory seizure reports, 41.5 tons of ivory were 
confiscated in 2013 and with an interdiction rate of 10%,308 meaning that only about 10% of 
illegally traded ivory is caught, “the true amount of trafficked ivory in 2013 was closer to 400 
tons, or roughly 50,000309 elephants.”310 
 
The following map (Figure 33) provides a visual illustration of the areas throughout Africa that 
have experienced the greatest poaching rates relative to the African elephant range:  

                                                           
301 Vira et al., Out of Africa., at 3 Out of Africa, at 3. 
302 Vira et al., Out of Africa at 10. Report cites to CITES, Elephant Conservation. 
303 CITES, Status of African Elephant Populations. 
304 C4ADS estimate Using 2 tusks/elephant, 4kg/tusk and $3000/kg. Maisels et al., Devestating Decline. 
305 Maisels et al., Devestating Decline.   
306 Wittemyer et al., Illegal Killing. 
307 Wittemyer et al., Illegal Killing.  
308 The rule called “1-in-10” is also likely to be very conservative. It is usually used in Western law enforcement in 
application to other types of contraband like narcotics. In the case of ivory, it is transported through African and Asian 
ports that are known for poor port security and lacking screenings, and for insufficient penalties for wildlife crime. 
Ivory’s Curse, at 5.  
309 C4ADS estimate Using 2 tusks/elephant, 4kg/tusk and $3000/kg. 
310 C4ADS estimate Using 2 tusks/elephant, 4kg/tusk and $3000/kg.  
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Figure 33: Major African Elephant Poaching Hotspots 

Source: Varun Vira, Thomas Ewing, and Jackson Miller, Out of Africa: Mapping the Global Trade in Illicit Elephant 
Ivory, 2014 1-59 (2014). 
 

a. West Africa 
 
Data on poaching levels in West Africa is deficient due to a paucity of reliable information on the 
small and fragmented populations in that region (the smallest of all other sub regions) making it 
difficult to assess trends based on PIKE data.311 Despite these limitations, it appears that poaching 
is increasing and levels “warrant concern.”312 As Figure 34 below illustrates, the proportion of 
illegally killed elephants (PIKE) to the total of carcasses found in West Africa has exceeded the 
50% threshold for all but one of the last seven years, which is 2010. This means that over half the 
dead elephants were illegally killed in 2007, 2008, 2009, 2011, 2012 and 2013. This rate is highly 
likely to be unsustainable.313  
 

                                                           
311 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response, at 35. 
312 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 35.  
313 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 19. 
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Figure 34: West Africa PIKE trends with 95 % confidence intervals. The number of 
carcasses on which the graphs are based is shown at the bottom of the graph.314 

The level of concern as especially high because “populations in West Africa are particularly 
vulnerable to increases in poaching, which can severely distort sex ratios and lead to local 
extinctions.”315 Populations of fewer than 200 animals have been observed to disappear in just a 
few decades. One recent example is the Comoé National Park in Côte d’Ivoire where the increased 
rates of poaching, which have coincided with Côte d’Ivoire’s civil war, have brought the country’s 
African elephant population to the brink of extinction.316 

 
b. Central Africa 

 
The highest overall African elephant poaching levels are in Central Africa.317 As Figure 35 below 
illustrates, the proportion of illegally killed elephants (PIKE) to the total of carcasses found in 
Central Africa has exceeded the 50% threshold for all but three of the twelve years assessed. This 
means that over half the dead elephants were illegally killed in 2003, 2004, 2007, 2008, 2009, 
2010, 2011, 2012, and 2013. This rate is highly likely to be unsustainable.318  

 
Figure 35: Central Africa PIKE trends with 95 % confidence intervals. The number of 

                                                           
314 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 19. 
315 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 36. 
316 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 36.  
317 CITES, Elephant Conservation.  
318 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 19. 
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carcasses on which the graphs are based is shown at the bottom of the graph.319 

In many places in Central Africa poaching is the lone observable cause of elephant deaths. 
According to Vira and Ewing (2014), “by 2011, 5 out of 15 recorded sites in Central Africa were 
registering a 100% PIKE rate, meaning every single elephant found dead had been illegally 
poached; at another four sites, the PIKE rate was higher than 87%.”320 Although African elephant 
numbers in Central Africa may have once numbered over a million, only around 50,000 (or 5% of 
the historic peak) remain, mostly in Gabon and the Republic of Congo.321 With so few elephants 
left to kill, poaching rates appear to be leveling off, with that activity displacing to elsewhere on 
the continent.322  
 
In Chad and the Democratic Republic of Congo, there are serious concerns regarding continued 
armed conflict, absent rule of law, and lack of accountability for those who engage in ivory 
trafficking, especially for those who occupy high positions in government. This creates an 
environment in which African elephants are extremely vulnerable and threatened with possible 
extinction.323 In Chad, although Zakouma National Park is relatively difficult for poachers to 
penetrate, well-armed gangs (some with ties to the Sudanese Janjaweed militias) still focus 
attention on park boundaries and outlying areas.324 The Republic of Congo has “a heavy and 
expanding extractive and logging industry in an environment of poverty and corruption” which 
means that their elephants “are prime targets, now that most other Central African ranges are nearly 
barren.”325  
 

c. Southern Africa 
 
Namibia, Botswana, and South Africa “consistently score the lowest in terms of elephant poaching 
risk…”326 As Figure 36 below illustrates, the proportion of illegally killed elephants (PIKE) to the 
total of carcasses found in Southern Africa has not yet exceeded the 50% threshold, which means 
the number of illegally killed elephants has remained at less than half the total.327  
 

                                                           
319 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response. 
320 Ivory’s Curse, at 6. 
321 Ivory’s Curse, at 6. 
322 Ivory’s Curse, at 7. 
323 Ivory’s Curse, at 99. 
324 Ivory’s Curse, at 99. 
325 Ivory’s Curse, at 100. 
326 Ivory’s Curse, at 100. 
327 CITES, Elephant Conservation  at 19. 
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Figure 36: Southern Africa PIKE trends with 95 % confidence intervals. The number of 
carcasses on which the graphs are based is shown at the bottom of the graph.328 

However, these low rates are “only relative”329 according to Vira and Ewing (2014) because 
“[s]yndicates in the region appear to be targeting the higher-value rhino, but are becoming 
increasingly successful and coordinated.”330 Although it is primarily rhinoceros that are currently 
threatened by poaching in this region, the elements are in place for potential poaching increases 
in the future: elephants in the region are numerous and less protected than rhinos, with 
Botswana’s population, for example, residing in a vast area that is difficult to monitor and police.  
 
Mozambique’s “last 20,000 or so elephants are in grave danger of extinction in the near term” due 
partly to the fact that most of Mozambique’s elephants live close to the poorest and most 
vulnerable Mozambican communities, in unprotected habitat such as Niassa Reserve, where more 
than 8,000 elephants were poached between 2009-2012.331 
 
With respect to Zimbabwe and Zambia, both countries are experiencing increased poaching. In the 
case of Zimbabwe, for example, 300 elephants were poisoned with cyanide in October of 2013.332 
Zambia is undeveloped and has low income levels, which incentivizes elephant poaching 
especially with the rising price for ivory.333 On the other hand, gangs in Zambia have been 
documented to cross the border into Zimbabwe much more frequently, which may mean that 
poaching levels in Zimbabwe are probably higher than in Zambia.334  
 
Finally, today “as few as 1,000 elephants live in Angola, down from estimates as high as 200,000 
in the 1970s.”335 
 
 

                                                           
328 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 19. 
329 Ivory’s Curse, at 100. 
330 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 100.  
331 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 7. 
332 Joe Decapua, Voice of America, Cyanide Kills Elephants, Ecosystem (Nov. 1, 2013), available at 
http://www.voanews.com/content/elephants-cyanide-1nov13/1781504.html (last visited January 27, 2015) [hereinafter 
“Decapua, Cyanide Kills Elephants”]. 
333 Decapua, Cyanide Kills Elephants. 
334 Decapua, Cyanide Kills Elephants.  
335 Decapua, Cyanide Kills Elephant at 8.  
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d. East Africa  
 
UNEP asserts that Central Africa’s dwindling elephant populations have led poachers to shift their 
efforts elsewhere, particularly to East Africa with that region’s larger elephant numbers.336 As 
Figure 37 below illustrates, the proportion of illegally killed elephants (PIKE) to the total of 
carcasses found in Eastern Africa has exceeded the 50% threshold for 2011 and 2012, and was 
right on the line of 0.5 for 2013. This rate is highly likely to be unsustainable.337  
 
 

 
Figure 37:  East Africa PIKE trends with 95 % confidence intervals. The number of 
carcasses on which the graphs are based is shown at the bottom of the graph.338 

Tanzania, for example, has had an estimated 25,000 elephants poached in the Selous ecosystem 
between 2009 and 2013, which represents 66% of the country’s population.339 Kenya has also 
reported high levels of poaching, with poaching responsible for two-thirds of the elephant 
carcasses at monitored sites in 2011.340 Both Kenya and Tanzania have most of the elements 
required to be “self-contained poaching and trafficking systems (in addition to transshipping ivory 
from other regions), with large elephant reserves, modern economies, and major ports implicated 
in regional trafficking.”341 According to ETIS, these two countries accounted for over half (16 out 
of 34) of the largest ivory seizures from 2009-2011.342 In another East African example, South 
Sudan, the resurgence of civil war has relegated natural resource protection to an afterthought, with 
serious consequences for that country’s elephants. 343 

 
 

iii. Ivory Trafficking and Global ETIS Seizure Data 
 
The sections that follow address seizure rates recorded and analyzed by TRAFFIC's Elephant 
Trade Information System (ETIS) and also recorded by the CITES Trade Database. Seizures are 
                                                           
336 Ivory’s Curse, at 7. 
337 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 19. 
338 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 19. 
339 Ivory’s Curse, at 7. 
340 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response, at 36. 
341 Ivory’s Curse, at 99. 
342 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response. at 45. 
343 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 99. 
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an important indicator of illegal trade activity, but represent only a small fraction of actual illegal 
trade. 
 
The scale of some of the most recent seizures illustrates the scope of the ivory trafficking problem. 
Nearly 40 tons of ivory were seized in 2011.344 It is estimated that 41.5 total tons were seized in 
2013 which according to a senior TRAFFIC official “is the largest volume of large-scale seizures 
we have seen in the past 25 years…”345 The following are a sampling of some of the largest 
seizures to date: Six tons of ivory were confiscated in Malaysia in December of 2012, representing 
one of the biggest seizures of all time;346 Four and a half tons were seized in one week in Kenya in 
July of 2013;347 Similarly in October of 2013, a major seizure took place again in Kenya totaling 
four tons.348  
 
ETIS is the largest database of elephant product seizure information from 1989 until the present. 
According to TRAFFIC’s Tom Milliken (2014) “2011, 2012 and 2013 represent the three years in 
which the highest quantity of ivory was seized and reported to ETIS over the last 25 years.”349 
Figure 38 below demonstrates the weight and number of seizures between 1989 and 2013. A 
significant increase in weight and number of seizures followed the 2008/2009 CITES permitted 
one-off sale of ivory.  
 

                                                           
344 Milliken T. et. al, The Elephant Trade Information System (ETIS) and the Illicit Trade in Ivory: A Report to the 
16th Meeting of the Conference of the Parties to CITES 4 (TRAFFIC Intl. 2013) (available at 
http://www.cites.org/eng/cop/16/doc/E-CoP16-53-02-02.pdf [http://perma.cc/0Yom7yJZTnP] (last visited Nov. 4, 
2014)). 
345 Andy Coghlan, Record ivory seizures point to trafficking rise, NewScientist (3, Dec. 2013), available at 
http://www.newscientist.com/article/dn24692-record-ivory-seizures-point-to-trafficking-rise.html.  
346 TRAFFIC, Massive African Ivory Seizure in Malaysia, http://www.traffic.org/home/2012/12/11/massive-african-
ivory-seizure-in-malaysia.html [http://perma.cc/08nYoo48ZSp] (Dec. 11, 2012) (last visited Nov. 4, 2014). 
347 Associated Press, Kenyan Officials Seize Ivory Disguised as Peanuts, http://news.yahoo.com/kenyan-officials-
seize-ivory-disguised-peanuts-142215226.html [http://perma.cc/0pbjHPiTPZ6] (July 9, 2013) (last visited Nov. 4, 
2014) 
348 Agence France-Presse, Kenya Seizes Ivory as Elephant Slaughter Surges, http://uk.news.yahoo.com/kenya-seizes-
ivory-elephant-slaughter-surges-081447625.html [http://perma.cc/0bjQiTpE1t6] (Oct. 9, 2013) (last visited Nov. 4, 
2014). 
349 Tom Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn: An Assessment Report to Improve Law Enforcement Under 
the Wildlife TRAPS Project, 1-30 (2014), available at http://www.traffic.org/storage/W-TRAPS-Elephant-Rhino-
report.pdf (last visited Nov. 4, 2014). [hereinafter “Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn”]. 
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Figure 38: Estimated weight of ivory and number of seizure cases by year, 1989 - 2013 

Source: CITES, Elephant Conservation, Illegal Killing, and Ivory Trade, SC65 Doc. 42.1 (Jul 2014), pg. 26. 
 
ETIS places a special emphasis on tracking large seizures of over 500 kilograms in weight. These 
seizures “represent a kind of ‘early warning’ indicator of the illicit ivory trade as a whole” and 
“such seizures are also indicative of the presence of organized crime in the illicit ivory trade.”350 
Transnational syndicates are behind these large shipments (considering the complexity of logistics 
– everything from the bribes required to pass them through each port of egress and entry, to 
consolidation of hundreds or thousands of items into a single crate, and more) and it is understood 
that they are predominantly “Asian-run, Africa-based operations.”351 The criminal nature of this 
illicit trade threatens global security, safety and stability of local communities, and certainly the 
survival of African elephants. According to sources, “Al Qaeda-affiliated al-Shabab in Somalia, 
Joseph Kony’s Lord's Resistance Army in central Africa and Boko Haram in Nigeria are among 
the militants making money from trafficking ivory tusks from slaughtered elephants to pay their 
fighters and buy arms and ammunition,”352 although each of these groups participates in the illegal 
trade to a different extent, and more information is needed to determine the scope of involvement. 
 
Prior to 2009, on average between five and seven large-scale seizures took place each year.353 
However, after 2009 the average jumped to 15 and as many as 21 seizures weighing over 500 
kilograms.354 In 2013, 18 seizures were made, which is the “the greatest quantity of ivory derived 
from large-scale seizure events going back to 1989.”355 This 2013 data is distressing because it 
indicates that the rate of ivory trafficking continues to grow. As Figure 39 below demonstrates, a 
significant increase in large-scale seizures followed the 2008/2009 CITES permitted one-off sale 
of ivory. Some of the increase may also be the result of an improvement in enforcement and 
therefore increase in the number of seizures.  

                                                           
350 Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn at 5.  
351 Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn at 5.  
352 Sen, Ashish Kumar, Terrorists slaughter African elephants, use ivory to finance operations (13 Nov. 2013), 
available at http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2013/nov/13/terrorists-slaughter-african-elephants-use-ivory-
t/?page=all (last visited 5 Dec. 2014) [hereinafter “Kumar, Terrorists slaughter African elephants”]. 
353 Kumar, Terrorists slaughter African elephants. 
354 Kumar, Terrorists slaughter African elephants.  
355 Kumar, Terrorists slaughter African elephants. 
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Figure 39: Estimated weight and number of large-scale (>500 kg) ivory seizures by year, 
2000 - 2013 (ETIS 09 January 2014)356 

Source: Milliken, T. (2014). Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn: an Assessment Report to Improve Law 
Enforcement under the Wildlife TRAPS project. pg. 6.USAID and TRAFFIC. 
 
With respect to the location of these seizures, “of the 76 large-scale ivory seizures made and 
reported to ETIS since 2009, two-thirds have occurred in countries and territories in Asia whilst in 
transit or during illegal import, and only one-third were seized in Africa prior to exportation.”357 
However, since 2013 the seizures in Africa have exceeded those in Asia.358  
 

iv. United States and the illegal trade in African elephant parts 
 

a. Seizures 
 
In a 2007 report presented by TRAFFIC at CITES COP 14 it was explained that “[t]he United 
States continues to rank highest in terms of number of seizures”359 and the U.S. “continues to 
make a large number of rather small ivory seizures, which is indicative of a country largely 
dealing with the illegal import of ivory products as personal possessions.”360 At the same time 
TRAFFIC noted that “the ‘mean weight’ value [of U.S. seizures] is comparatively much larger 
than that of Group 11 (Australia and Switzerland), countries which otherwise share similar values 
and trade dynamics, suggesting that at least some part of the ivory traffic to the United States 
involves larger-scale shipments of either raw or worked ivory products that may be commercial in 

                                                           
356 Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn, at 6.  
357 Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn, at 7. 
358 Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn at 7. 
359 CITES, Monitoring of Illegal Trade in Ivory and Other Elephant Specimens, 2007 CITESCOP14 DOC. 53.2(2007), 
http://www.cites.org/eng/cop/14/doc/E14-53-2.pdf (last visited Nov. 7, 2014). 
360 T. Milliken, R. W. Burn and L. Sangalakula, The Elephant Trade Information System (ETIS)  
and the Illicit Trade in Ivory:  A report to the 14th meeting of the Conference of the Parties to CITES, CoP14 Doc. 
53.2, Annex 1 (2007). 
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nature.”361 
 
In a Milliken et al. (2013) report to CITES COP 16, the U.S. was addressed in a group with 
Australia and Germany because all three countries regularly report ivory trade seizures. TRAFFIC 
revealed that “[w]ithin this group, ivory trade activity has only marginally dropped in the most 
recent period with 45% of the total trade by weight from 2006 occurring over the last three 
years.”362 Apart from trafficked ivory that is actually seized, Stiles and Martin (2008) report that 
“individuals probably smuggle in a significant quantity as personal effects, while other pieces 
enter by post and courier in mislabelled packages and occasionally by sea.”363  
 
The Stiles and Martin analysis also reviewed illegal imports between 1995 and 2007, as 
documented by the U.S. Law Enforcement Management Information System (LEMIS). Another 
analysis completed by the International Fund for Animal Welfare (IFAW) assessed the U.S. 
seizures of African elephant products between 2009 and 2012. IFAW reviewed LEMIS border 
seizures as well as USFWS investigations and special operations. This section presents the details 
of these findings. 
 
Table 43: Ivory Imports Seized in the U.S. from 1992 and 2007, as well as 2009 and 2012, 
relative to Global ETIS Seizures 

 Stiles & Martin364 
(1992 to 2007) 

IFAW365 
(2009 to 2012) 

Global Seizures (ETIS) 
(2009-2012)366 

 
 
Seized Ivory 
Imports 

8,852 specimens 
(avg. 553/year) 

918 specimens 
(avg. 230/year) 

2009: ~7,000kg 
2010: ~32,000kg 
2011: ~26,000kg 
2012: ~51,000kg 

 15.2 kg recorded* 
(avg. 0.95kg/year) 

14 kg recorded* 
(avg. 3.5kg/year) 

 

Exporters of Illegal 
Ivory to U.S.  

UK (80%), France (4%), 
Canada (3%) 

UK, Nigeria, South Africa, 
Zimbabwe, and Japan 

N/A 

* Customs logbook entries sometimes note only with the weight of seized ivory items, rather than number of specimens. The 
weighted seizures in this table should be considered as additional to the number of specimens.  
 
The table below provides details of the IFAW analysis on the main countries of origin and export: 
 
 
                                                           
361 T. Milliken et al., The Elephant Trade Information System (ETIS) and the Illicit Trade in Ivory: A Report to the 
14th Meeting of the Conference of the Parties to CITES, Apr. 15, 2007 at, 
http://awsassets.panda.org/downloads/etis_report_cop14_doc__53_2_annex_1_final1.doc (last visited Nov. 7, 2014). 
362 T. Milliken et al., ETIS Report of TRAFFICT. 
363 Stiles & Martin, U.S.A.’s Ivory Markets at 71. 
364 Stiles & Martin, U.S.A.’s Ivory Markets at 71. 
365 The analysis presented is based on data IFAW acquired on ivory trade in the U.S. from the USFWS’s Law 
Enforcement Management Information System (LEMIS) in response to IFAW’s December 2012 and February 2013 
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), 5 U.S.C. § 552, requests. USFWS, Response to IFAW FOIA Requests, LEMIS 
Data (Mar. 2013) [hereinafter “USFWS, Response to IFAW FOIA Requests”]. The analyses of U.S. ivory imports and 
exports presented in this Article are based on an internal IFAW report initially analyzing and interpreting the data. 
USFWS staff reviewed the IFAW report and provided feedback on the analyses. 
366 Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn at 2. Please note that these are rough approximations from a chart 
that did not include exact figures for ETIS-calculated global seizures.  



109  

Table 44: Main Countries of Origin and Export of U.S. Seized Ivory Imports from 2009-
2012. 

Ivory Type Main Countries of Origin  
(by import entries) 

Main Countries of Export  
(by import entries) 

Ivory Carvings Unknown; South Africa; Nigeria; 
Zimbabwe; Thailand; Cambodia; 
Cameroon; Vietnam; Canada; Central 
African Republic; U.K.; Ireland; Namibia; 
Zambia 

U.K.; Japan; South Africa; Nigeria; 
France; Canada; Zimbabwe; China; 
Uruguay; Vietnam; Unknown; Australia; 
Cambodia; Germany; Ireland; 
Philippines; Belgium; Denmark; Greece; 
Indonesia; Mozambique; Netherlands; 
Portugal; United Arab Emirates; 
Burundi; Bolivia; Brazil; Cameroon; 
Egypt; Georgia; Hong Kong; Haiti; 
Israel; Italy; Kuwait; Malaysia; New 
Zealand; Panama; Peru; Saudi Arabia; 
South Korea; Syria 

Ivory Jewelry Unknown; South Africa; Zimbabwe; 
Nigeria; Thailand; Cameroon; Vietnam; 
Ghana; Namibia; Sudan; Zambia 

Vietnam; South Africa; Nigeria; 
Zimbabwe; Thailand; Cameroon; 
Unknown; Ghana; Japan; Lebanon; 
South Korea; Eritrea; Germany; 
Honduras; Hong Kong; India; Italy; 
Namibia; Netherlands; New Zealand; 
Peru; U.K. 

Tusks Zimbabwe; Unknown; Nigeria; Namibia; 
Botswana; Central African Republic; 
Democratic Republic of the Congo; 
Kenya; 
Tanzania 

Nigeria; Zimbabwe; Namibia; Belgium; 
Botswana; France; U.K.; Bahamas; 
Ghana; Greece; South Africa; Tanzania; 
Thailand; Venezuela 

Ivory Pieces Unknown; Congo; Laos; South Africa; 
Zambia 

U.K.; Belgium; France; Japan; Laos; 
Morocco; New Zealand; South Africa 

Trophies Zimbabwe; Botswana; Tanzania Zimbabwe; Botswana; South Africa; 
Tanzania 

Ivory Piano Keys Unknown U.K. 
 
While U.S. seizures of ivory are a small fraction of the global seizures recorded by ETIS, since 
most seizures are small-scale, seizures represent only a fraction of the actual illegal trade moving 
through the U.S. (Interpol estimates that 90% of illegal shipments are not interdicted by law 
enforcement).367 The IFAW analysis reveals that “highlights from some USFWS investigations 
and special operations related to ivory from 2008 up to and including 2012 indicate that the ivory 
market in the U.S. involves sophisticated schemes including operatives and partners in the black 
market ivory trade from multiple countries.”368 Ivory investigations between 2008 and 2012 
“involved defendants, in at least ten states, in relation to at least a dozen shipments”369 and “[i]n 
one case in 2011, USFWS investigators seized one ton of elephant ivory from an individual,” 
while “[a] single investigation in New York confiscated $2 million worth of ivory objects.”370,371 

                                                           
367Allgood et al., U.S. Ivory Trade at 56. 
368 Allgood et al., U.S. Ivory Trade at 31. 
369 Allgood et al., U.S. Ivory Trade at 57. 
370 David M. Halbfinger, 2 Manhattan Jewelers Admit Illegal Ivory Trading, N.Y. Times (July 12, 2012) (available at 
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The CITES Trade Database also reveals additional specifics on the seizures that took place 
between 2003 and 2012. If looking at trophies, tusks, ivory carvings, and ivory pieces, in each of 
these categories there is a clear pattern of overall increase in the number of U.S. seizures after the 
CITES one-off sale in 2008/2009, except for ivory pieces. Moreover, there appears to be a drop in 
the number of seizures in 2012, but that does not necessarily indicate a trend. See Figures 40-43. 
 

 
Figure 40: CITES Trade Database Reported U.S. Seizures of African Elephant Trophies 
between 2003 and 2012, No Units 

 

 
Figure 41: CITES Trade Database Reported U.S. Seizures of African Elephant Tusks 
between 2003 and 2012, No Units 

                                                                                                                                                                                              
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/07/13/nyregion/illegalivory- leads-2-to-plead-guilty-in-new-york.html 
[http://perma.cc/0MunQsSFSgx] (accessed Nov. 17, 2013)). 
371 USFWS, Response to IFAW FOIA Requests, at 57. 
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Figure 42: CITES Trade Database Reported U.S. Seizures of African Elephant Ivory 
Carvings between 2003 and 2012, No Units 

 

 
Figure 43: CITES Trade Database Reported U.S. Seizures of African Elephant Ivory Pieces 
between 2003 and 2012, No Units 

v. Conclusion: the African elephant is endangered by overutilization for 
commercial and recreational purposes 

 

The African elephant is clearly overutilized for commercial and recreational purposes. There are 
two components to this imminent threat to the species’ survival: trade that is already illegal and 
trade that is currently legal. As documented in this Petition, substantial legal trade in ivory has 
stimulated demand for ivory that outpaces the legal supply. This has led to catastrophic levels of 
poaching that are not biologically sustainable. The lack of restrictions on domestic trade in ivory 
and elephant products in the U.S. has plays a role in the overutilization of wild elephants, as 
illegally-obtained ivory is frequently sold under the guise of being antique.372 The frequency of 
federal law enforcement seizures of shipments of ivory directly from Africa further prove that the 
U.S. market drives unsustainable poaching and trafficking of elephants, which has greatly 
exacerbated in the last 5 years.373, 374  
 

                                                           
 
373 Allgood et al.,IFAW, U.S. Ivory Trade. 
374 CITES, Elephant Conservation. 
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C. Disease or predation 
 

Elephants are susceptible to several infectious diseases including tuberculosis375 and elephant pox 
(genus Orthopox);376 musculoskeletal diseases such as arthritis;377 and other ailments. While these 
can be harmful or fatal to individual animals, disease is not presently considered a major 
contributor to overall population declines, according to the IUCN’s 2008 threat assessment.378 This 
may change in the future as genetic diversity and habitat are reduced, and bears close monitoring. 
 
Likewise, natural predation is not currently a major factor in elephant population declines, 
according to IUCN. As a large animal with strong defensive herd instincts, most African predators 
avoid attacks on elephants as a matter of course, though crocodiles and lions have been known to 
predate juveniles and sick or injured adult elephants. 
  

                                                           
375 S. Mikota, A Brief History of TB in Elephants. 
http://www.aphis.usda.gov/animal_welfare/downloads/elephant/A%20Brief%20History%20of%20TB%20in%20Elep
hants.pdf Accessed Nov. 1, 2014. 
376 P. Phuangkum et al., Elephant Care Manual for Mahouts and Camp Managers (Food & Agric. Org. of the United 
Nations 2005), http://www.fao.org/3/a-ae943e/ae943e0c.htm. Accessed Nov. 1, 2014 [hereinafter “P. Phuangkuam et 
al., Elephant Care Manual”]. 
377 P. Phuangkuam et al., Elephant Care Manual. 
378 IUCN Red List, Loxodonta Africana. 
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D. Inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms 
 
The African elephant is the subject of a large and varied body of law – including local, national, 
and international laws – much of which is designed to protect the species through mechanisms 
such as trade controls and direct prohibitions on take. Collectively, these laws and regulations have 
failed to prevent the drastic population loss (detailed in Section II) that the African elephant has 
suffered in recent years. Thus, the species is in danger of extinction due to this listing factor. 
 

a. International law and agreements 

 

i. CITES 
 
The Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) 
is a 181-nation, multilateral agreement designed to monitor and regulate international wildlife 
trade.379 While other frameworks (such as the Convention on the Conservation of Migratory 
Species of Wild Animals and the Convention on Biological Diversity) could potentially be used 
for protecting elephants, at this time CITES is the primary international legal mechanism for this 
purpose. Under the CITES system, species are given various levels of protection based on which 
“Appendix” they are listed under: “Appendix I includes species threatened with extinction. Trade 
in specimens of these species is permitted only in exceptional circumstances. Appendix II includes 
species not necessarily threatened with extinction, but in which trade must be controlled in order to 
avoid utilization incompatible with their survival.”380 (Appendix III is not relevant to this uplisting 
petition.) Appendix I is generally more restrictive than Appendix II, that is, persons who wish to 
engage in international trade for Appendix I species must demonstrate that this transaction is not 
primarily commercial in nature and does not detrimentally impact species survival; while 
Appendix II species may be traded internationally for commercial purposes, if that action does not 
detrimentally impact species survival. Another factor is that international shippers of Appendix I 
species must obtain both import and export permits (after demonstrating compliance with 
applicable law) from the countries’ Management Authorities; Appendix II species need only an 
export permit.381  
 
African elephants are listed under both CITES Appendix I and Appendix II, depending on the 
country: currently, elephants from Botswana, Namibia, Zimbabwe, and South Africa are listed 
under Appendix II, while the rest of the continental population is designated Appendix I.382 This 
“split-listing” came about as an outcome of the 7th Conference of the Parties (CoP) in 1989, when 
all populations were listed on Appendix I, and when CoP delegates adopted Resolution Conf. 7.9, 
which laid out the process for transferring populations from Appendix I to II based on the “status 
of elephant populations, the effectiveness of conservation measures, and the degree of control of 
the movement of ivory within and through the Parties.”383 At subsequent meetings, populations of 
four countries (South Africa, Botswana, Namibia and Zimbabwe) were transferred to Appendix II, 
resulting in the “split-listing” observed today. This differential treatment has had serious 
implications for trade and conservation: Botswana, Namibia, Zimbabwe, and South Africa have all 
                                                           
379 CITES, What is CITES? http://www.cites.org/eng/disc/what.php. Accessed January 12, 2015.  
380 CITES, How CITES Works , http://www.cites.org/eng/disc/how.php. Accessed October 1, 2014 
381 CITES, The CITES Appendices. http://www.cites.org/eng/app/index.php . Accessed January 12, 2015. 
382 CITES, African Elephant. 
383 Allgood et al., U.S. Ivory Trade, at 36. 
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participated in CITES-sanctioned sales of stockpiled ivory since 1999 (the buyers were China and 
Japan), which is unlawful for Appendix I-listed elephants under CITES.  
 
In the 1978 USFWS decision to list the African elephant as Threatened under the Endangered 
Species Act, the USFWS stated that CITES “provides a mechanism for controlling the export of 
the elephant, and so long as this mechanism is functioning properly, there is no call for the United 
States to set up more, or less restrictive measures.”384 However, the CITES system has significant 
limitations when it comes to protecting African elephants, including: (1) CITES protections are 
marked by inconsistent implementation and enforcement (2) CITES governs only international 
trade, not domestic markets;(3) CITES protections do not apply equally to all classes of wildlife 
products in international trade; (4) CITES does not adequately monitor African elephant 
populations, mortality, or product shipments; and (5) in the case of African elephants, CITES 
Parties have on two separate occasions undermined elephant conservation by sanctioning ivory 
stockpile sales. Therefore, the U.S. must now establish more restrictive trade measures through an 
Endangered listing. We will examine these issues one by one in the following sections. 
 

1. Inconsistent implementation and enforcement  

CITES is an international treaty and Parties make decisions based on diplomatic needs, not 
necessarily the biological needs of the species. Consequently, the politics of restricting trade in 
highly valuable species can overshadow the biological requirements for species conservation. 
CITES relies on individual countries to follow CITES rules and regulations, and there is little 
oversight by CITES of countries’ implementation, compliance or enforcement. In specific 
instances, there is a review of certain matters (such as whether countries have laws to implement 
the Convention, or whether countries are making certain findings) but these are extremely limited 
in scope and rarely result in punitive measures.  

Also related to this is the fact that, as has been established through the Review of Significant Trade 
process, many countries are not making proper findings under CITES guidelines that are required 
in order to issue export permits. As a result of this process, the CITES Secretariat has 
recommended that Parties not trade in CITES specimens with certain Parties that have been found 
not to be making proper non-detriment findings as required by the Convention. The U.S., too, has 
found through its own analysis that Zimbabwe and Tanzania are not adequately protecting 
elephants and has taken stricter domestic measures as allowed under Article XIV of the 
Convention to prohibit imports from those countries (as discussed further below). Thus, the U.S. 
has already recognized that there are problems with CITES implementation by African elephant 
range countries, and existing CITES regulations are not enough to protect the species.  

Politics has been an overriding factor in CITES Appendix listing decisions. The fact that not all 
African elephant populations are Appendix I-listed is itself a reflection of CITES’ weak and 
decentralized power structure. In 1989, at the height of that era’s poaching crisis, there was a 
strong push by numerous member states to transfer the species from Appendix II to Appendix I.385 
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However, CITES delegates debated numerous alternatives to an across-the-board Appendix I 
listing and ultimately settled on a process whereby the species was transferred to Appendix I, with 
a later mechanism by which range states could petition to transfer their elephant populations to 
Appendix II.386 This settlement was driven by Southern African range states that wanted to 
capitalize on their stockpiled ivory and skins as well as future revenue from trophy hunting.387  

CITES enshrines the right to dissent from a decision of the Parties to list a species in any 
Appendix in the “reservation” clause of the Convention: “Any Party (member State) of CITES 
may make a unilateral statement that it will not be bound by the provisions of the Convention 
relating to trade in a particular species listed in the Appendices (or in a part or derivative listed in 
Appendix III.”388 The reservation clause allowed numerous range states to officially exempt 
themselves from trade restrictions that resulted from the 1989 CITES decision to list the African 
elephant on Appendix I;389 this gave those states an enormous amount of leverage in setting their 
own trade agenda in the years to come.  

Recent CITES measures to address illegal ivory trade illustrate failures of compliance  
In March of 2013 the CITES Parties required a group of eight nations (China, Kenya, Malaysia, 
Philippines, Thailand, Uganda, the United Republic of Tanzania and Viet Nam) to develop 
national ivory action plans (NIAPs) detailing their responses to the poaching crisis. In July 2014, 
at a meeting of the CITES Standing Committee, that group was expanded to include eleven other 
source, transit, and consumer nations: Angola, Cambodia, Cameroon, Congo, the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo, Egypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, the Lao PDR, Mozambique and Nigeria.390 These 
countries were threatened with the possibility of trade sanctions if satisfactory NIAP’s are not 
developed and implemented.  
 
Although honest assessment of countries’ noncompliance is a necessary step, it is far from evident 
that meaningful change will result from this action. Taking Thailand as one conspicuous example, 
the initial threat of sanctions was relatively unheeded, despite a public commitment by the Thai 
government to reform: “A week before the [July 2014 intercessional CITES] meeting, TRAFFIC 
released a report on Thailand’s ivory market, which found the availability of ivory on sale in 
Bangkok had tripled in the year since the country pledged to eradicate its domestic ivory 
market.”391 Thailand failed to submit a plan as required, and the CITES Standing Committee 
responded by (once more) threatening to impose trade sanctions on Thailand, but gave that country 
an additional eight months to make progress on its NIAP before a CITES Standing Committee 
vote on such a restriction would occur. Preliminary reports indicate that Thailand’s NIAP “is 
unlikely to satisfy the international community’s requirements for urgent action on the country’s 
illegal ivory trade.”392 According to an October 15, 2014 editorial in the Bangkok Post, “It is an 
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excellent plan that everyone involved knows will fail, either partly or completely. The problem is 
the human element of the DNP [Department of National Parks, Wildlife & Plant Conservation]. 
The department has never properly enforced existing laws on protection of endangered species, 
including elephants. Simply put, it is too easy to buy fake papers detailing the origins of animals 
for trafficking.”393 

2. International trade vs. domestic market restrictions  

CITES governs only international trade, not domestic markets. The CITES Parties’ 1989 decision 
to uplist African elephants to Appendix I (while simultaneously establishing a process to 
selectively downlist certain populations) is often referred to as “the CITES ivory ban,” a term 
which hides the fact that the restrictions applied solely to international trade in elephant parts 
between most countries. Leaving aside for a moment the implications of the dual Appendix 
listings, the crucial point is that the CITES ban did not (nor could it) limit domestic trade within 
any member nation; its authority stops at the international border.  
 
This is not to say that the body ignored domestic trade entirely: “In 1997, the Parties adopted Res. 
Conf. 10.10, which recommended that ivory carving and importing countries enact comprehensive 
internal legislative, regulatory, and enforcement measures. Importantly, the Resolution 
recommended that Parties, including the U.S., ‘register or license all importers, manufacturers, 
wholesalers and retailers’ dealing in ivory products and that they ‘establish a nationwide 
procedure, particularly in retail outlets, informing tourists and other non-nationals that they should 
not purchase ivory in cases where it is illegal for them to import it into their own home countries.’ 
Res. Conf. 10.10 also recommends that Parties introduce recording and inspection procedures to 
monitor the flow of ivory.”394 Despite the existence of this resolution, “in 2004 the U.S. was found 
to be out of compliance with CITES Res. Conf.10.10”395 and it is only recently that the U.S. 
federal government has begun implementing policies that would approximate the goals of the 
resolution, that is, strong domestic control and enforcement of ivory trade.  
 
Other major consumer nations have different approaches to controlling their domestic ivory 
markets, but the case of China may be most instructive. As a requirement for participating in the 
second CITES-sanctioned stockpile sale, China was required to develop a comprehensive 
registration system to ensure that only legal ivory was bought and sold. The identification system 
(launched in 2004) consists of small official placards with a photo of the specific item and a short 
description; these placards must accompany the item through its commercial lifetime. 
Additionally, only government-sanctioned processers and retailers may engage in the business. 
Subsequent investigations have found that retailers frequently undermine the system by reusing the 
identification placard and/or by selling ivory without a government license: a 2011 investigation 
by the International Fund for Animal Welfare found that “[t]aken together, the unlicensed and 
non-compliant ivory facilities outnumbered legal ones – nearly six to one (135/23).”396 In light of 
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such evidence, it is apparent that CITES’ recommendations vis a vis registration and/or licensing 
are totally reliant on individual countries’ willingness to enforce their own laws, a trust that is 
sorely abused in the real world. 

3. CITES protections do not apply equally to all classes of wildlife products in 
international trade 

According to the USFWS, the CITES ban “only applies to ivory acquired after elephants were 
listed under CITES. Ivory acquired prior to the species being listed under CITES (July 1, 1975 for 
Asian elephants and February 2, 1976 for African elephants) is considered pre-Convention. With 
proper CITES documentation, pre-Convention ivory can be imported, exported, or re-exported, 
unless stricter domestic laws prohibit such actions.”397 This leaves an entire class of ivory objects 
that escape CITES trade restrictions. This is a loophole that is being exploited by traffickers, but 
that could be addressed by the U.S. through an Endangered uplisting. 

4. Inadequate monitoring 

A basic element of any species conservation plan is an effective monitoring system. The CITES 
population and mortality index, called MIKE (Monitoring the Illegal Killing of Elephants) is 
inadequate for two major reasons: (A) It does not give a holistic picture of elephant mortality 
across the African continent, as it is limited to select sites; and (B) It “depends on often self-
serving figures supplied by government authorities.”398 The result is that officials have to make 
assumptions based on piecemeal information – which is exacerbated by the lack of scientifically 
passable baseline data. The other component to CITES’ monitoring efforts is the Elephant Trade 
Information System (ETIS), which is similarly plagued by problems of underreporting. According 
to a 2013 report coauthored by TRAFFIC’s Tom Milliken, “The Elephant Trade Information 
System, a global database of reported seizures of illegal ivory, holds the only extensive 
information on illicit trade available. However inherent biases in seizure data make it difficult to 
infer trends; countries differ in their ability to make and report seizures and these differences 
cannot be directly measured.”399 This is a diplomatic way of acknowledging that many countries 
fail to adequately monitor or report law enforcement actions to ETIS, which fundamentally skews 
the data and gives a scant picture of the actual illegal trade. For example, the Democratic Republic 
of the Congo “has not provided any import/export or illegal trade statistics in accordance with the 
Convention since 2005.”400 
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5. Undermining conservation through stockpile sales  

Twice (in 1999 and again in 2008/9) CITES has sanctioned sales of stockpiled ivory, actions 
which many experts believe helped to boost consumer demand for this product and obscured the 
infiltration of illegal ivory into the marketplace.401 The sales were intended to raise money for 
conservation but the returns were minimal—according to the USFWS: “The 1999 auction involved 
the sale of raw ivory from Botswana, Namibia, and Zimbabwe to just one designated trading 
partner, Japan. The total amount of funds received from the auctions was approximately $5 
million. In 2008, South Africa joined Botswana, Namibia, and Zimbabwe in the sale of their raw 
ivory stockpiles to two designated trading partners—China and Japan. The total amount of funds 
received from the auctions was approximately $15.5 million.”402 It is unclear whether even this 
small amount was allocated for conservation programs. According to a 2009 investigation, South 
African officials misappropriated their share of the proceeds; and an internal government memo 
acknowledged that there was “no proper control over the income and expenditures generated from 
the fund” and that “large amounts of money had not been accounted for.”403 
 
While legalization of ivory trade (primarily through the mechanism of regulated stockpile sales) is 
again a hot topic, with advocates claiming that a well-regulated trade could reduce pressure on 
elephant populations, the vast majority of academic and expert testimony has weighed in against 
these proposals, pointing to the destructive impact of past sales.404  
 
According to the USFWS, although the U.S. supported previous stockpile sales, “[t]oday, given 
the current poaching crisis and the scale of illegal trade, it’s unlikely that the United States would 
be able to support a one-off sale.”405 Numerous countries (including the U.S.) have instead staged 
high-profile ivory stockpile crushes and burns, lending credence to the idea that is better to remove 
this material from circulation than to stimulate trade; however, certain CITES member states 
continue to lobby for a third sale, while others continue to stockpile ivory in anticipation of less 
restrictive trade rules in the future.406 
 

ii. Convention on Migratory Species 
 

The Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animals (CMS) is a 120-Party 
international treaty developed through the United Nations to provide a framework for international 
cooperation for the conservation of migratory species throughout their range.407 As with CITES, 
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CMS designates listed species under Appendices. Participating countries have obligations to help 
conserve and restore populations of species listed in CMS Appendix I and also prevent 
unwarranted take.408 Countries are encouraged to also take action on species listed in CMS 
Appendix II through the development of binding agreements and non-binding memoranda of 
understanding. 
 
The African elephant is listed in CMS Appendix II for its entire range. Thirteen West African 
countries signed the West African Elephant Memorandum of Understanding in 2005 to encourage 
international collaboration in restoring and maintain elephant populations in their territory.409 The 
memorandum promotes legal protection as a strategy for individual countries, but is a non-binding 
agreement. Furthermore, the West African population of elephants is only about 2% of the total 
African population410 
 

iii. Convention on Biological Diversity 
 
The Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) is another international treaty developed through 
the United Nations that promotes the “conservation of biological diversity, the sustainable use of 
its components, and the fair and equitable sharing of the benefits arising out of the utilization of 
genetic resources.”411 Parties meet every two years to discuss emerging threats and strategies. The 
convention requires each of the 194 participating countries to prepare a national biodiversity 
strategy that outlines the implementation of the Convention’s goals and the attainment of its 
various targets.412 The CBD helps streamline strategies for protecting and sustainably using 
biodiversity, but does not provide explicit protections for any specific animal including the African 
elephant. 
 
In summary, CITES (while an important international mechanism for protecting species in trade) 
falls short of providing the protections needed for African elephants, and existing international 
legal mechanisms are inadequate to protect African elephants from extinction. 
 

b. Regional agreements 
 

i. African Union 
 

The African Union (AU) is an intergovernmental organization comprised of all but one (Morocco) 
of the 54 African states. The AU was formed in 1992 as a successor to the Organization of African 
Unity which was created in 1963. The Executive Council of the AU developed conventions on 
issues of interest to member states including environmental concerns.413 
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The African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources, entered into force 
in 1969, is one such convention that requires contracting states to “adopt measures to ensure 
conservation, utilization and development of soil, water, flora and faunal resources in accordance 
with scientific principles and with due regard to the best interests of the people.”414 The 
Convention considers African elephants a “Class B” species which, according to the convention, 
“shall be totally protected, but may be hunted, killed, captured or collected under special 
authorization granted by the competent authority.”415 While 31 countries have ratified the 
Convention, several with elephant populations are not listed, including countries with significant 
elephant populations, such as South Africa.416 Furthermore, the Convention does not contain any 
enforcement mechanisms to address noncompliance and does not designate the role and frequency 
of meetings to update the agreement.  
 
A Revised African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources was 
developed in 2003 that would, among other changes, establish a secretariat that would improve 
executive and implementation functions of the Convention.417 The revised edition would also 
update rules pertaining to protected species such as the African elephant. As of July 2014, the 
revised Convention has not been adopted because only 12 countries have ratified it.418  
 

ii. SADC Protocol on Wildlife Conservation and Law Enforcement 
 

The Southern Africa Development Community (SADC), which is an inter-governmental 
organization of Southern African states, developed the Protocol on Wildlife Conservation and Law 
Enforcement in 1999. The Protocol, which came into force in 2003, lays down guidelines to foster 
international cooperation to ensure the “conservation and sustainable use of wildlife resources” 
under the jurisdiction of each member state.419 The Protocol mandates the development and 
enforcement of legal instruments necessary to conserve wildlife resources, as well as the 
development and integration of conservation programs. The Protocol allows for sanctions if a state 
is not implementing conservation policies.420 
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iii. Lusaka Agreement 
 

The Lusaka Agreement on Cooperative Enforcement Operations Directed at Illegal Trade in Wild 
Fauna and Flora was adopted and came into force in 1996. Seven African countries have since 
become Parties to the Agreement. The role of the Agreement is to create a task force that 
facilitates the enforcement of national wildlife laws through collaboration and “ultimately 
eliminating illegal trade in wild fauna and flora.”421 The Lusaka Agreement Task Force has 
focused on using law enforcement, capacity building, and collaboration to help reduce wildlife 
trafficking including elephant ivory smuggling.  
 

c. National laws 
 

The 37 African Elephant range states, along with the many transit and consumer nations, have 
taken a variety of approaches to solving the problems of wildlife trafficking, habitat loss, over-
exploitation and other species threats (exacerbated recently by the growing influence of 
international organized criminal syndicates driving the poaching crisis). In general, however, most 
stakeholder countries do not have the infrastructure, funding, expertise, or political will to deal 
with the many different threats to elephants. 
 
Despite a brief period of rebound in the early 2000’s,422 over the past three decades African 
elephants have faced overall declines in most regions where they are found,423 including 
reductions in both range size and population numbers. These declines can be traced to such threats 
as habitat loss,424 associated increases in human-elephant conflict,425 and rampant poaching.426 The 
threats are aided by a lack of regulatory tools and controls in relevant countries to protect 
elephants adequately. More specifically, better regulatory mechanisms are needed on the ground in 
range countries to stop the loss of habitat427 and prevent elephant killings;428 in elephant product 
transit countries to disrupt trafficking;429 and in consumer nations to curb consumption and 
demand for elephant products.430   
 
With poaching in particular, weak governance and political conflicts are systemic problems 
facilitating the current elephant crisis.431 For example, elephants are known to be endangered by 
inadequate law enforcement and/or insufficient infrastructure to combat poaching and trafficking 
threats in range countries with still sizable elephant populations432 like Cameroon,433 CAR,434 
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Congo,435,436 DRC,437 Gabon,438 Kenya,439 Mozambique,440,441 South Africa,442 Tanzania,443,444 
Uganda,445,446 Zambia,447 and Zimbabwe.448 Similarly, elephant populations are being negatively 
impacted in range countries like Chad,449 CAR,450 and DRC,451 where these nations are facing 
political instability and conflict that can exploit infrastructure gaps and open the door for 
organized crime and poaching rings.452 
 
In addition to range countries like Kenya, South Africa, and Tanzania that also serve as transit 
hubs for trafficking elephant products,453 there are countries outside of Africa that are transit—and 
sometimes end—points for these products. These include Asian countries like China, Hong Kong 
SAR, Malaysia, the Philippines, Thailand, and Viet Nam.454 Weak governance as well as 
institutional corruption have been flagged as exacerbating factors in many of these elephant 
product transit countries of concern.455 
 
In 2014 the international law firm DLA Piper, in concert with the UK-based NGO United For 
Wildlife, released a seminal report on African and Asian legislative, jurisprudential, and law 
enforcement mechanisms for controlling wildlife trafficking. The report, Empty Threat: Does the 
Law Combat Illegal Wildlife Trade?, was highly critical in its assessment of much of the African 
and Asian continental capacity in this regard, and spotlighted the need for drastic reform in many 
of the key countries along the elephant product supply chain.  This included criticisms of laws and 
infrastructure to protect wildlife in elephant range and/or transit countries like Botswana,456 
Cameroon,457 DRC,458 Kenya,459 and Tanzania460 as well as transit and consumer countries like 
China,461 Thailand,462 and Viet Nam.463 
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Similar to unabated poaching, the ongoing and dramatic loss of habitat464 in important elephant 
range countries is proof that existing national laws are inadequate. For example, between 1990 and 
2005, the country of Tanzania lost forest cover at a rate double the average for low human 
development countries and five times the mean global rate.465 This continued habitat loss has 
resulted in more than 37% of the country’s forest and woodland habitat having disappeared since 
1990.466 Additionally, ongoing loss of habitat has created more human-elephant conflict and 
further reduced elephant range in countries like Tanzania that formerly hosted bountiful elephant 
populations.467 
 
Similarly alarming is that the amount of land set aside for agriculture in Sub-Saharan Africa 
overall increased by 25% between 1970 and 2000.468 And conversion for crop-land is just one type 
of habitat loss impacting elephants, along with increased livestock, human population growth, and 
urban development spread, all of which lead to increased human-elephant conflict469 and 
subsequent elephant losses.470 Without regulatory tools designed to control this loss, elephant 
habitat will continue to shrink.  
 
It is important to note that even if one country has ostensibly strong laws protecting elephants and 
their habitats, transient or border populations can easily be negatively impacted by laws—or lack 
thereof—in other range, transit or consumer countries.471 
 
In conclusion, the continuing decline in range and population numbers for elephants in almost all 
regions of Africa where they exist clearly show that elephant range, transit and consumer countries 
do not have adequate regulatory mechanisms in place to protect elephants from extinction.   

 
i. Corruption 

 
In many countries in Africa and Southeast Asia, corruption presents a serious threat to wildlife 
protection measures, such as elephant product trade controls and anti-poaching programs. As 
Bennet (2014) detailed in Conservation Biology, high levels of corruption in these regions make it 
difficult to enforce current regulations and should also be taken into account while examining 
proposals to legalize the ivory trade. Bennet writes, “If we are to conserve remaining wild 
                                                           
464 IUCN Red List, Loxodonta Africana.  
465 P. Chardonnet, et al. (2010). Managing the conflicts between people and lion: Review and insights from the 
literature and field experience (Wildlife Management Working Paper 13). Rome, Italy: Food and Agriculture 
Organization of the United Nations, 
http://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0CCAQFjAA&url=
http%3A%2F%2Fwww.fao.org%2Fdocrep%2F012%2Fk7292e%2Fk7292e00.pdf&ei=ghfZVLXcE-
K1sATpxILIBw&usg=AFQjCNFGdHD8KbpcGcqnyEZjmhu3hYpITw&sig2=gGi2twhV43qbHtXDbwA3Qg&bvm=
bv.85464276,d.cWc [hereinafter “Chardonnet, et al., Managing the conflicts between people and lion”]. 
466 C. Packer et al., Effects of Trophy Hunting on Lion and Leopard Populations in Tanzania, Conservation Biology 
(Jul. 2009), available at 
http://www.cbs.umn.edu/sites/default/files/public/downloads/Effects%20of%20trophy%20hunting%20on%20populati
ons%20of%20lions%20and%20leopards%20in%20TZ.pdf. 
467 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 99. 
468 Chardonnet, et al., Managing the conflicts between people and lion. 
469 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 15. 
470 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 41. 
471 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 3.  
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populations [of elephants], we must close all markets because, under current levels of corruption, 
they cannot be controlled in a way that does not provide opportunities for illegal ivory being 
laundered into legal markets.”472 This includes markets in the U.S. that are allowed under the 
current Threatened listing.  
 
African elephant range states are among the most corrupt countries on the planet, with Bennet 
(2014) noting that “Of the 12 countries in Africa estimated to have elephant populations of 15,000 
animals or more (UNEP et al. 2013), 8 are among the bottom 40% of the world’s most corrupt 
countries and 3 are among the bottom 11% (Transparency International 2013).” 473 Corruption 
extends beyond turning a blind eye or even government officials’ facilitation of illegal trade: in 
several countries including the DRC, South Sudan and Uganda, national military forces have been 
implicated in the direct slaughter of African elephants.474 (Note that DRC and Uganda are parties 
to CITES, providing another reason to be skeptical of the efficacy of that treaty.) 
 
In conclusion, while there exists a myriad of environmental laws and other relevant regulations in 
most elephant range, transit, and consumer nations, the ongoing decline of the species (in the face 
of habitat loss, overexploitation, and other threats) shows definitively that these systems are not 
adequate to save the species.  

 
d. U.S. law  

 
i. African Elephant Conservation Act 

 
The 1988 African Elephant Conservation Act (AfECA) “created a major program for the 
conservation of African Elephants”475 that included funding for conservation programs, and 
international trade restrictions for elephant ivory. The AfECA was passed at a time when there was 
a global, legal ivory trade. It allowed the U.S. to establish moratoria on imports of African 
elephant ivory from other countries, and set out criteria that needed to be met to remove those 
moratoria for each ivory exporting country. The Act prohibits: (1) The importation of raw ivory 
from any country other than an ivory producing country; (2) the export of raw ivory from the US; 
(3) the importation of raw or worked ivory that was exported from an ivory producing country in 
violation of that country's laws or of the CITES Ivory Control System; (4) the import of worked 
ivory, other than personal effects, from any country unless that country has certified that such 
ivory was derived from legal sources; and (5) the importation of raw or worked ivory from a 
country for which a moratorium is in effect.476

 

No CITES Appendix I range state has yet been determined to qualify for a blanket U.S. import 
exemption for ivory as provided in AfECA.477 The Act does not address the import of sport hunted 
African elephant trophies and clearly recognizes that the ESA grants USFWS authority to enact 
                                                           
472 BENNETT, E. L. Bennett (2014), Legal Ivory Trade in a Corrupt World and its Impact on African Elephant 
Populations. Conservation Biology. Abstract: http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/:: 10.1111/cobi.12377/abstract 
[hereinafter: Bennett, Legal Ivory Trade in a Corrupt World”]. 
473 Bennett, Legal Ivory Trade in a Corrupt World at 3. 
474 Orenstein, Ivory, Horn and Blood at 116. 
475 P. Saundry, Endangered Species Act: United States, available at http://www.eoearth.org/view/article/152413/.   
476 16 U.S.C. §§ 4222 et seq. 
477 U.S. Fish & Wildlife Serv., Importing Your Leopard or African Elephant Sport-Hunted Trophy (2014), 
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/factsheet-import-leopard-elephant-sport-hunted-trophy-2013.pdf.  
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additional restrictions on trade in ivory and other elephant parts. 16 U.S.C. §§ 4222, 4223, 4241. 
 

ii. Endangered Species Act 
 
The Endangered Species Act (ESA) is one of the most comprehensive and important wildlife 
conservation statutes in existence today, but current ESA protections applied to African elephants 
are inadequate.  
 
Pursuant to the ESA (16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)) and Fish and Wildlife Service regulations (50 C.F.R. 
§§ 17.21, 17.22), once the Service lists a species as endangered, individuals of listed species are 
protected from import, export, take, and interstate commerce unless such action will “enhance the 
propagation or survival of the affected species” or is for scientific research consistent with the 
conservation purpose of the ESA. 16 U.S.C. § 1539(a)(1)(A); 50 C.F.R. §§ 17.21, 17.22. As the 
plain language of the statute makes clear, enhancement authorization may only be issued for 
activities that positively benefit the species in the wild. See also U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Handbook for Endangered and Threatened Species Permits (1996) (making clear that an 
enhancement activity “must go beyond having a neutral effect and actually have a positive 
effect”). 
 
Enhancement authorization must be granted on a case-by-case basis, with an application and 
opportunity for meaningful public participation. 16 U.S.C. § 1539(c); Friends of Animals v. 
Salazar, 626 F. Supp. 2d 102, 119 (D.D.C. 2009). Before the Service can issue authorization to 
conduct otherwise prohibited acts, it must find that: (1) the permit or registration was “applied for 
in good faith;” (2) the permit or registration “will not operate to the disadvantage of such 
endangered species;” and (3) the proposed action “will be consistent with the purposes and policy” 
of the ESA (i.e., conservation478). 16 U.S.C. § 1539(c)-(d). As explained by Congress, these 
requirements were intended “to limit substantially the number of exemptions that may be granted 
under the act.” H. R. Rep. No. 93-412 p. 17 (1973) (emphasis added). Implementing regulations 
further require that applicants provide detailed information about the animals, persons, facilities, 
and actions involved in the otherwise prohibited activity. 50 C.F.R §§ 17.21(g), 17.22; id. § 
13.21(b)(2)(3) (authorization may not be issued if applicant “failed to disclose material 
information required” or “failed to demonstrate a valid justification”). 
 
In deciding whether to issue an enhancement permit, the USFWS must consider “[t]he probable 
and indirect effect which issuing the permit would have on the wild populations of the wildlife 
sought to be covered by the permit;” “[w]hether the permit . . . would in any way, directly or 
indirectly, conflict with any known program intended to enhance the survival probabilities of the 
population from which the wildlife sought to be covered by the permit was or would be removed;” 
“[t]he opinions or views of scientists or other persons or organizations having expertise concerning 
the wildlife or other matters germane to the application;” and “[w]hether the expertise, facilities, or 
other resources available to the applicant appear adequate to successfully accomplish the 
objectives stated in the application.”  50 C.F.R. § 17.22(a)(2). 
                                                           
478 The primary purpose of the ESA is to “provide a program for the conservation of such endangered species.” 16 
U.S.C. § 1531(b). The term “conservation” means “to use…all methods and procedures which are necessary to bring 
any endangered species or threatened species to the point at which the measures provided pursuant to this chapter are 
no longer necessary” – i.e. to recover the species in the wild so that it may be taken off of the list of endangered 
species. 16 U.S.C. § 1532(3). 
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When a species is listed as threatened, individuals of the species may not be subjected to import, 
export, take, or interstate commerce, unless such action is conducted pursuant to a permit or a 
special rule. 16 U.S.C. § 1538(a); 50 C.F.R. §§ 17.31, 17.32, 17.40. Special rules must be designed 
and implemented to promote the conservation of the species. See Sierra Club v. Clark, 755 F.2d 
608 (8th Cir. 1985). But under the current Threatened listing and special rule (50 C.F.R. § 
17.40(e)), which largely mirrors the restrictions established by the AfECA, trade in African 
elephant parts and products is not sufficiently regulated to protect the species from extinction, as 
required by law. 
  

a. Ivory 

According to USFWS Director’s Order 210 (issued in 2014 to urge strict enforcement of existing 
law), pursuant to the Threatened listing and the AfECA, it is currently lawful to import certain 
elephant parts and products to the U.S., as follows:  
  
(1) Raw or worked African elephant ivory imported by an employee or agent of a Federal, State, 
or tribal government agency for law enforcement purposes. 
  
(2)  Raw or worked African elephant ivory imported for genuine scientific purposes that will 
contribute to conservation of the species. 
  
(3) Worked African elephant ivory imported for personal use as part of a household move or as 
part of an inheritance, provided that the worked elephant ivory: 
  

o Was legally acquired prior to February 26, 1976; 
o Has not subsequently been transferred from one person to another person for 

financial gain or profit since February 25, 2014; and 
o The item is accompanied by a valid Convention on International Trade in 

Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) pre-Convention certificate. 
  
(4) Worked African elephant ivory imported as part of a musical instrument, provided that the 
worked elephant ivory: 
  

o Was legally acquired prior to February 26, 1976; 
o Has not subsequently been transferred from one person to another person for 

financial gain or profit since February 25, 2014; 
o The person or group qualifies for a CITES musical instrument certificate; and 
o The musical instrument containing elephant ivory is accompanied by a valid 

CITES musical instrument certificate or an equivalent CITES document that 
meets all of the requirements of CITES Resolution Conf. 16.8. 

  
(5) Worked African elephant ivory imported as part of a travelling exhibition, provided that the 
worked elephant ivory: 
  

o Was legally acquired prior to February 26, 1976; 
o Has not subsequently been transferred from one person to another person for 

financial gain or profit since February 25, 2014; 
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o The person or group qualifies for a CITES travelling exhibition certificate; and 
o The item containing elephant ivory is accompanied by a valid CITES travelling 

exhibition certificate or an equivalent CITES document that meets the requirements 
of 50 CFR 23.49. 

 
Further, the ESA special rule allows for interstate commerce in lawfully imported ivory, leading to 
a robust domestic market for elephant parts and products that serves as a cover for rampant illegal 
trade and fails to adequately protect the species (as described in detail above). 

b. Sport hunted trophies  
 
Under the African elephant special rule, the importation of sport hunted trophies is allowed under 
the following circumstances: If the trophy’s country of origin has notified the USFWS of its ivory 
quota479 for the year of export; if CITES permit requirements are met; if an enhancement finding 
has been made; and if marking and labelling requirements have been met.480  Due to the 
differential CITES listing, in practice this means that the U.S. does not require individual permits 
for imports of sport-hunted African elephant trophies from Botswana, South Africa, and Namibia, 
while the U.S. does require an importer to obtain a permit for the import of trophies from 
Appendix I range states. The Service has previously asserted that it considers trophy-hunting of 
imperiled species to have a positive overall impact on species conservation.481  However, there is 
minimal data showing this to be the case, especially as pertains to elephants and other iconic 
African species.482  
 
But in 2014, the Service suspended imports of elephant trophies from Tanzania and Zimbabwe, 
finding that such countries have suffered from severe poaching crises and are not sustainably 
managing their elephant populations.483  
 
The recent suspensions of trophy imports from Tanzania and Zimbabwe call attention to the fact 
that the Service has historically not exercised maximum oversight of African elephant range states 
to ensure that U.S. activities are not exploiting poorly managed populations.  
 
According to Selier et al. (2014). in a recent peer-reviewed article published in The Journal of 
Wildlife Management, even those range states from which USFWS currently allows trophy 
imports may be setting unsustainably high hunting quotas: in the Greater Mapungubwe 
                                                           
479 In this case, CITES considers the term “ivory quota” to collectively refer to “procedures to control the international 
trade in ivory from African elephants,” including trophies. (http://www.cites.org/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-21.pdf ) 
480 See 50 C.F.R. § 23.74. 
481 USFWS, Suspension of Import of Elephant Trophies Taken in Tanzania and Zimbabwe: Questions and Answers. 
available at http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/questions-and-answers-suspension-of-elephant-sport-hunted-
trophies.pdf (Accessed January 14, 2015). 
482 Economists at Large. (2013). The $200 million question: How much does trophy hunting really contribute to 
African communities? A report for the African Lion Coalition, prepared by Economists at Large, Melbourne, 
Australia, http://www.ecolarge.com/our-work/. 
483 See 79 Fed. Reg. 44459, 44460 (July 31, 2014) (“Without management plans with specific goals and actions that 
are measurable and reports on the progress of meeting these goals, the Service cannot determine if…Zimbabwe is 
implementing, on a national scale, appropriate management measures for its elephant populations.”); U.S. Endangered 
Species Act Enhancement Finding for Tanzanian Elephants (http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-
finding-2014-elephant-Tanzania.PDF) (“Questionable management practices, a lack of effective law enforcement, and 
weak governance have resulted in uncontrolled poaching and catastrophic population declines in Tanzania.”). 
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Transfrontier Conservation Area (at the nexus of South Africa, Botswana, and Zimbabwe), 
scientists found that, in contrast to current hunting allowances, “only a small number of bulls 
(<10/year) could be hunted sustainably. At current rates of hunting, under average ecological 
conditions, trophy bulls will disappear from the population in less than 10 years.”484  
 
The special rule also allows for imports and exports of elephant products other than sport-hunted 
trophies and ivory, such as skin or body parts, so long as such activities comply with CITES 
permitting guidelines. Domestic trade is also allowed in such parts as long as the parts were not 
illegally imported.485  
 
Thus, the current Threatened listing for African elephants, which minimizes federal oversight of 
imports and allows substantial domestic trade in the species, fails to adequately protect the species, 
and uplisting to Endangered status is required by law. While some states, such as New York and 
New Jersey, have recently taken action to restrict their ivory markets, federal action is necessary to 
fully address the overutilization that is contributing to the demise of this iconic species. Indeed, the 
Service has recognized the need to increase protection for the African elephant under the 
Endangered Species Act, though to date it has not formally proposed any such regulations.486  
 
A notable conservation benefit to the African elephant resulting from an Endangered listing would 
be that all applications for otherwise prohibited activities would be subject to public comment and 
review. This would increase the information available to the USFWS, by enabling experts and 
others with pertinent and timely information to inform the agency’s decision-making. Further, 
improved transparency would benefit the species by shining a light on potentially illegal trade. 
 

iii. Lacey Act  
 
The Lacey Act (16 U.S.C. §§ 3371-3378) makes it “unlawful to import, export, sell, acquire, or 
purchase fish, wildlife or plants taken, possessed, transported, or sold: 1) in violation of U.S. or 
Indian law, or 2) in interstate or foreign commerce involving any fish, wildlife, or plants taken 
possessed or sold in violation of State or foreign law.” Essentially, Lacey criminalizes commercial 
activity in wildlife products—such as poached elephant products— that were illegally obtained in 
the first place. The law is considered to be among the most important wildlife trade laws in the 
U.S., but without strong underlying state and international protection for the species, the Lacey 
Act is not an adequate regulatory mechanism to save this species from extinction.  
 
 
 
 
  

                                                           
484 S. Selier et al. (2014), Sustainability of elephant hunting across international borders in southern Africa: A case 
study of the greater Mapungubwe Transfrontier Conservation Area. The Journal of Wildlife Management, 78: 122–
132. 
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/259539652_Sustainability_of_elephant_hunting_across_international_border
s_in_southern_Africa_A_case_study_of_the_greater_Mapungubwe_Transfrontier_Conservation_Area 
485 50 C.F.R. § 17.40(e). 
486 USFWS Moves to Ban Commercial Elephant Ivory.  
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E. Other natural or manmade factors affecting the species’ existence  
 
Several biological traits make African elephants susceptible to over-utilization. African elephants 
are often used as one of the best examples of a ‘k-selected’ species: those species with traits such 
as large body size, long life expectancy, a late age at which they reach sexual maturity, and the 
production of fewer offspring, which often require extensive parental care until they mature. This 
contrasts with ‘r-selected’ species which produce many offspring, each of which has a relatively 
low probability of surviving to adulthood. The elephant’s low reproductive output means that 
offtake can easily exceed reproductive output and result in population decline. This is especially 
true when females of reproductive age are killed, as happens with elephant poaching and trophy 
hunting, because this further diminishes the reproductive output.    
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V. CONCLUSION 
 
This Petition demonstrates that the African elephant species meets the statutory criteria for an 
Endangered listing under the ESA. The species is currently “in danger of extinction throughout all or 
a significant portion of its range” and, therefore, must be listed as Endangered.487 The future 
security and viability the African elephant is uncertain – the species faces a multitude of threats 
including habitat loss, exploitation, killings from human-elephant-conflict, and rampant poaching. 
 
As the U.S. is not part of the African elephant’s natural range, protection under the ESA would 
occur by, inter alia, a prohibition on the import into the U.S., and interstate commerce within the 
U.S., of elephant specimens except where the activity enhances the propagation or survival of the 
species or is for scientific purposes.488 Listing the African elephant under the ESA would directly 
benefit this species in crisis by significantly limiting trade linked to unnecessary killings for sport 
or commercial purposes. An uplisting would also allow for and encourage the U.S. to provide 
elephant range States with further assistance in the development and management of programs 
useful to the conservation of the species. Such a listing would also serve to heighten awareness of 
the importance of conserving the African elephant among foreign governments, conservation 
organizations, and the general public.  
 
The iconic African elephant is in danger of extinction if action is not immediately taken to reverse the 
current trend toward extinction. The U.S. is the world’s largest importer of African elephant 
hunting trophies, and has large domestic ivory markets that facilitate illegal trade. It is time for the 
U.S. to play a leading role in the effort to save the African elephant. Listing the species as 
Endangered under the ESA is a significant and necessary step toward controlling unsustainable 
exploitation, curbing demand by Americans, and keeping this crisis in the eye of the global 
conservation community. 
 
 

                                                           
487 16 U.S.C. §§ 1532(6), 1533. 
488 16 U.S.C. §§ 1538(a), 1539(a). 
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September 28, 2015 

 

 

Public Comments Processing  

Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

5275 Leesburg Pike  

Falls Church, VA 22041 

 

RE: Comments on African Elephant Special Rule Amendment  

(FWS–HQ–IA–2013–0091) 

 

Dear Chief Hoover, 

 

The Humane Society of the United States, Humane Society International, International 

Fund for Animal Welfare, the Natural Resources Defense Council, and The Fund for 

Animals hereby submit the following comments in response to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service’s Proposed Rule to amend the Endangered Species Act (ESA) Section 4(d) 

regulation pertaining to African Elephants (Loxodonta africana). 80 Fed. Reg. 45154 (July 

29, 2015). Our organizations deeply appreciate the Obama Administration’s commitment to 

elephant conservation and applaud the Service for its dedicated work on this important 

Proposed Rule. We strongly urge the Service to take decisive and expeditious action to 

increase protections for this iconic animal, which is faced with extinction. 

 

Legal Background 

 

Since 1978, the African Elephant (Loxodonta africana) has been listed as threatened under 

the ESA and regulated under a special rule. 50 C.F.R. §§ 17.11, 17.40(e). In 1988, Congress 

enacted the African Elephant Conservation Act (AECA), which authorized the 

establishment of moratoria on imports of African Elephant ivory. 16 U.S.C. §§ 4222 et seq. 

In 1992, the Service amended the African Elephant special rule to reflect the ivory 

moratoria adopted under the AECA. 57 Fed. Reg. 35473 (Aug. 10, 1992). However, that rule 

currently allows for unrestricted interstate trade in ivory and other elephant parts, does 

not require permits for all trophy imports, and does not prohibit the take or trade in live 

elephants. 50 C.F.R. § 17.40(e). 

On July 1, 2013, President Obama issued an Executive Order establishing a Presidential 

Task Force on Wildlife Trafficking to address the escalating international poaching crisis 

and the illegal trade in wildlife and their derivative parts and products. In February 2014, 

the President adopted the National Strategy for Combatting Wildlife Trafficking, 
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announcing the Administration’s guiding principles for strengthening enforcement of 

wildlife laws, reducing U.S. demand for illegally traded wildlife, and expanding 

international cooperation and commitment to address this issue. See 

http://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/nationalstrategywildlifetrafficking.pdf.  

 

Immediately thereafter, the Service issued Director’s Order No. 210 to strengthen 

enforcement of existing laws and also announced a plan to amend the African Elephant 

special rule to tighten restrictions on import, export, and interstate commerce in ivory and 

hunting trophies. See http://www.fws.gov/international/travel-and-trade/ivory-ban-

questions-and-answers.html.  

 

One year later (on February 11, 2015, after no regulatory action from the Service), The 

International Fund for Animal Welfare, Humane Society International, The Humane 

Society of the United States, and The Fund for Animals (hereinafter “Petitioners”) 

petitioned the Service to reclassify the African Elephant (Loxodonta africana) from 

Threatened to Endangered under the ESA. On June 11, 2015, the Center for Biological 

Diversity submitted a petition to list African Elephants as two endangered species (Forest 

Elephants, Loxodonta cyclotis, and Savannah Elephants, Loxodonta africana).  The Service 

has not yet made a 90-day finding on either of these uplisting petitions. 16 U.S.C. § 

1533(b)(3). 

 

The ESA requires listing determinations to be made “solely on the basis of the best 

scientific and commercial data available...” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). See also TVA v. Hill, 

437 U.S. 153, 184 (1978) (the goal of the ESA is to “reverse the trend toward extinction, 

whatever the cost”); New Mexico Cattle Growers v. U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, 248 F.3d 

1277, 1284-85 (10th Cir. 2001) (quoting H.R. Rep. No. 97-567, pt. 1 at 29 (1982), “‘The 

addition of the word ‘solely’ is intended to remove from the process of listing or delisting of 

species any factor not related to the biological status of the species.’”); H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 

835, 97th Cong. 2d Sess. 19-20 (1982) (the limitations on the factors the Service may 

consider in making listing decisions were intended to “ensure that decisions . . . pertaining 

to listing . . . are based solely upon biological criteria and to prevent nonbiological 

considerations from affecting such decisions.”).  

 

Pursuant to the ESA (16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)) and implementing regulations (50 C.F.R. §§ 

17.21, 17.22), once the Service lists a species as endangered, individuals of the species are 

protected from import, export, take, interstate sale, and interstate commercial transport, 

except “for scientific purposes or to enhance the propagation or survival of the affected 

species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1539(a)(1)(A); 50 C.F.R. § 17.21(g)(1)(ii). As the plain language of the 

statute makes clear, enhancement authorization may only be issued for activities that 

positively benefit the species in the wild.  

 

For threatened species, the Service “shall issue such regulations as he deems necessary and 

advisable to provide for the conservation of such species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(d). The Service 

generally applies the same protections to threatened species as endangered species (50 

C.F.R. § 17.31), but certain species, like the African Elephant, are regulated under a special 

rule. Special rules must be designed and implemented to actually promote the conservation 

of the species. See Sierra Club v. Clark, 755 F.2d 608 (8th Cir. 1985). See also 16 U.S.C. § 

1531(b) (the primary purpose of the ESA is to “provide a program for the conservation of 

http://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/nationalstrategywildlifetrafficking.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/travel-and-trade/ivory-ban-questions-and-answers.html
http://www.fws.gov/international/travel-and-trade/ivory-ban-questions-and-answers.html
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such endangered species”); 16 U.S.C. § 1532(3) (the term “conservation” means “to use…all 

methods and procedures which are necessary to bring any endangered species or 

threatened species to the point at which the measures provided pursuant to this chapter 

are no longer necessary”).  

 

The current special rule fails to provide for the conservation of African Elephants, as 

required by law. Indeed, the current regulation fails to address the significant impact that 

Americans have on the imperilment of the species through a robust domestic market in 

elephant parts supplied by poaching, unsustainable trophy hunting, and other activities. 

Therefore, we strongly urge the Service to take immediate action to substantially increase 

its oversight of such activities. See also 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(6)(A)(i)(I) (providing that the 

Service shall finalize a proposed listing regulation within one year from the date it is 

published in the Federal Register). 

 

New Scientific Evidence Supports Increased Protection 

 

As discussed in the uplisting petition filed by Petitioners1 (attached and hereby 

incorporated by reference), the best available science shows that the African Elephant has 

suffered a population-wide decline of roughly 60% since the Service listed the African 

Elephant as Threatened in 1978. This sharp decline is a result of habitat loss, poaching, 

commercial exploitation, trophy hunting, human-elephant conflict, regional conflict and 

instability, and climate change, which, combined, put the species in danger of extinction. 

See 16 U.S.C. § 1533(a)(1)(A)-(E).2 Indeed, according to the Secretariat for the Convention 

on International Trade of Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES), “poaching 

numbers in Africa remain at levels that are unsustainable, with mortality exceeding the 

natural birth rate, resulting in an ongoing decline in African Elephant numbers.”3  

 

Indeed, since that petition was filed, additional scientific evidence has emerged 

demonstrating the dire plight of the species. For example, new studies confirm that 

elephants are losing habitat to expanding farmland and urban areas,4 severe drought in 

East Africa has negatively impacted elephant populations,5 and elephant populations are 

shrinking even within protected areas.6 While many large mammals suffer from the loss of 

wildlands, African Elephants are particularly imperiled due to overutilization for 

                                                           
1 Note that Petitioners do not include the Natural Resources Defense Council, a signatory of this 

letter. 
2 See also UNEP et al., A Rapid Response Assessment: Elephants in the Dust, the African Elephant 

Crisis. United Nations Environment Program. (2013), 

http://www.cites.org/common/resources/pub/Elephants_in_the_dust.pdf.  
3 CITES, Elephant Conservation, Illegal Killing, and Ivory Trade. (2014). 10. Available at 

http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf.   
4 Kioko, J., V. Herbert, D. Mwetta, Y. Kilango, M. Murphy-Williams, and C. Kiffner. (2015). 

Environmental correlates of African elephant (Loxodonta Africana) distribution in Manyara Area, 

Tanzania. Annual Research and Review in biology, 5, 147-154. 
5 Okello, M. M., L. Kenana, D. Muteti, F. Warinwa, J. W. Kiringe, N. W. Sitati, H. Maliti, E. Kanga, 

H. Kija, S. Bakari, P. Muruthi, S. Ndambuki, N. Gichohi, D. Kimutai, and M. Mwita. (2015). The 

status of key large mammals in the Kenya – Tanzania borderland: a comparative analysis and 

conservation implications. International Journal of Biodiversity Conservation, 7, 267-276. 
6 Mose, V. N., and D. Western. (2015). Spatial cluster analysis for large herbivore distributions: 

Amboseli ecosystem, Kenya. Ecological Informatics. 

http://www.cites.org/common/resources/pub/Elephants_in_the_dust.pdf
http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf
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commercial and recreational purposes. One new study evaluates the severe problem of 

poaching and retaliatory killings of elephants in Zambia;7 another concludes that elephant 

densities are lower in trophy hunting areas compared to a national park where trophy 

hunting is not permitted.8 By analyzing seized ivory, experts have identified poaching 

hotspots,9 such as Garamba National Park, where in just over two months in 2014 poachers 

killed 68 elephants using helicopters, grenades, and chainsaws.10  It is clearer than ever 

that the currently-legal trade in elephant ivory is facilitating illegal trade that is directly 

supplied by industrialized poaching.11 

 

Thus, Petitioners maintain their legal position that African Elephants should be protected 

as Endangered and that the Service must act to halt and reverse the current trends towards 

extinction by strictly regulating the significant American demand for elephant parts and 

products (including hunting trophies). We nevertheless provide comment on the Service’s 

proposed amendments to the special rule.  

 

Recommendations for Strengthening the Proposed Rule to Promote Conservation 

 

 

(1) Regulation of Elephant Trophies 

 

We applaud the Service for taking action through the Proposed Rule and import permit 

decisions to disincentivize the recreational killing of African Elephants by American trophy 

hunters. As discussed in Petitioners’ uplisting petition, the United States is one of the 

leading importers of African Elephants for hunting trophy purposes. This undermines 

elephant conservation, as explained in a recent scientific study, because range states may 

be setting unsustainably high hunting quotas: in the Greater Mapungubwe Transfrontier 

Conservation Area (managed by South Africa, Zimbabwe, and Botswana) scientists found 

that, in contrast to current hunting allowances, “only a small number of bulls (<10/year) 

could be hunted sustainably. At current rates of hunting, under average ecological 

conditions, trophy bulls will disappear from the population in less than 10 years.”12  

                                                           
7 Nyirenda, V. R., P. A. Lindsey, E. Phiri, I. Stevenson, C. Chomba, N. Namukonde, W. J. Myburgh, 

and B. K. Reilly. (2015). Trends in Illegal Killing of African Elephants (Loxodonta africana) in the 

Luangwa and Zambezi Ecosystems of Zambia. Environment and Natural Resources Research. 
8 Crosmary, W. G., S. D. Cote, and H. Fritz. (2015). Does trophy hunting matter to long-term 

population trends in African herbivores of different dietary guilds?. Animal Conservation, 18, 117-

130. 
9 Wasser, S. K., L. Brown, C. Mailand, S. Mondol, W. Clark, C. Laurie, and B. S. Weir. (2015). 

Genetic assignment of large seizures of elephant ivory reveals Africa’s major poaching hotspots. 

Science, 349, 84-87. 
10 Hance, J. (2015). Poaching onslaught in Garamba National Park: wildlife conservation. 

Environmental Management, Mar/Apr, 24-25. 
11 Bennett, E. L. (2015). Legal ivory trade in a corrupt world and its impact on African elephant 

populations. Conservation Biology, 29, 54-60; Smith, R. J., D. Biggs, F. A. V. St. John, M. Sas-Rolfes, 

and R. Barrington. (2015). Elephant conservation and corruption beyond the ivory trade. 

Conservation Biology, 29, 953-956. 
12 S. Selier et al. (2014), Sustainability of elephant hunting across international borders in southern 

Africa: A case study of the greater Mapungubwe Transfrontier Conservation Area. The Journal of 

Wildlife Management, 78: 122–132. Available at 

http://www.researchgate.net/publication/259539652_Sustainability_of_elephant_hunting_across_inte

http://www.researchgate.net/publication/259539652_Sustainability_of_elephant_hunting_across_international_borders_in_southern_Africa_A_case_study_of_the_greater_Mapungubwe_Transfrontier_Conservation_Area
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Because hunters target the biggest and strongest males, trophy hunting removes these 

animals from the breeding pool and unnaturally selects for smaller or weaker animals.13 In 

this way, trophy hunting can decrease genetic resilience which is needed for elephants to be 

able to adapt and survive challenges such as climate change and cause unnatural 

evolutionary impacts. For example, selective hunting likely increased the occurrence of 

mature female African Elephants (Loxodonta africana) lacking tusks from 10% to 38% in 

parts of Zambia over 20 years.14 

 

Another study reviewed the functioning of Zambia’s protected areas and game management 

areas (GMAs), where trophy hunting occurs.15 The authors found numerous problems that 

pertain to management of trophy hunting in GMAs including: uncontrolled human 

immigration and open access to wildlife; the Zambia Wildlife Authority (ZAWA) retains 

most of income derived from trophy hunting, little of this income goes to people living in 

GMAs with affluent community members benefiting most, and there are frequent financial 

irregularities associated with the distribution of this income; scouts employed in anti-

poaching in GMAs are poorly and irregularly paid, insufficiently trained and equipped, and 

inadequate in number; ZAWA is poorly funded, has an inadequate number of staff to 

protect elephants against poaching, has increased hunting quotas to unsustainable levels in 

GMAs in order to raise money (the authors state that ZAWA ‘are sometimes forced to make 

decisions to achieve financial survival at the expense of the wildlife they are mandated to 

conserve’), establishes trophy quotas arbitrarily, and does not monitor wildlife populations 

or trophies; and hunting concession agreements are not effectively enforced and 

unscrupulous concession operators are not adequately punished.  The authors blame these 

many failures for the low numbers and diversity of wildlife, including elephants.  

 

The Service itself has already found that elephant trophy hunting in Zimbabwe does not 

enhance the survival of the species there: 

 

“based on the information currently available to the Service on government 

efforts to manage elephant populations, efforts to address human-elephant 

conflicts and poaching, and the state of the hunting program within the 

country, and without current data on population numbers and trends being 

incorporated into a national management strategy or plan, the Service is 

unable to make a finding that sport-hunting in Zimbabwe is enhancing the 

survival of the species…”16 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
rnational_borders_in_southern_Africa_A_case_study_of_the_greater_Mapungubwe_Transfrontier_C

onservation_Area. 
13 Allendorf, F.W. and Hard, J.J. (2009). Human-induced evolution caused by unnatural selection 

through harvest of wild animals. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United 

States of America, 106, 9987-9994. 
14 Jachmann, H., Berry, P.S.M., and Imae, H. (1995). Tusklessness in African Elephants: a future 

trend. African Journal of Ecology, 33, 230-235. DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-2028.1995.tb00800.x 
15 Lindsey, P. A., Nyirenda, V. R., Barnes, J. I., Becker, M. S., McRobb, R., Tambling, C. J., ... & 

t’Sas-Rolfes, M. (2014). Underperformance of African Protected Area Networks and the Case for New 

Conservation Models: Insights from Zambia. PloS one, 9(5), e94109. 
16 80 Fed. Reg. 42524 (July 17, 2015).  See also 79 Fed. Reg. 44459 (July 31, 2014) (“Without 

management plans with specific goals and actions that are measurable and reports on the progress 

of meeting these goals, the Service cannot determine if…Zimbabwe is implementing, on a national 

http://www.researchgate.net/publication/259539652_Sustainability_of_elephant_hunting_across_international_borders_in_southern_Africa_A_case_study_of_the_greater_Mapungubwe_Transfrontier_Conservation_Area
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/259539652_Sustainability_of_elephant_hunting_across_international_borders_in_southern_Africa_A_case_study_of_the_greater_Mapungubwe_Transfrontier_Conservation_Area
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Similarly, the Service has found that elephant trophy hunting in Tanzania does not 

enhance the survival of the species because questionable management practices, a lack of 

effective law enforcement, and weak governance have resulted in uncontrolled poaching 

and catastrophic elephant population declines in Tanzania.17 The Service has previously 

rejected attempts to import trophies from Zambia due to similar concerns of 

mismanagement including inconsistencies in reported elephant population estimates, 

failure to comply with monitoring requirements, absence of government funding for 

elephant protection, and lack of effective anti-poaching measures.18 Further, it does not 

appear that the Service has made enhancement findings for elephant trophy imports from 

either Mozambique or Cameroon. 

 

Not only is there significant concern regarding the sustainability of African Elephant 

trophy hunting, but also the notion that trophy hunting supports local communities to the 

benefit of wildlife conservation is largely unsupported.  According to an IUCN analysis from 

2009,19 big-game hunting only provided one job for every 10,000 inhabitants in the area 

studied,20 and many of these jobs were temporary seasonal positions like opening the trails 

at the start of the hunting season. Trophy hunting fails to create a significant number of 

permanent jobs, but ecotourism offers a possible solution. Consider the Okavango in 

Botswana where, as of 2009, a safari ecotourism tourism park provided 39 times the 

number of jobs than would big-game hunting on an area of equal size. Another example is 

the Luangwa National Park in Zambia, which produced twice the number of jobs provided 

by Benin and Burkina Faso’s trophy hunting sector combined in 2007. The IUCN also found 

that Africa’s 11 main big-game hunting countries only contributed an average of 0.6% to the 

national GDP as of 2009. Of this marginal profit, studies suggest that as little as 3-5% of 

trophy hunting revenues are actually shared with local communities.21,22 

 

The proposed import of all African Elephant trophies must be strictly scrutinized to 

determine whether the hunt actually enhanced the survival of the species. We are pleased 

that the Service has proposed to amend the special rule to require import permits for all 

trophies (rightfully rebutting the presumption in 16 U.S.C. § 1538(c) to apply the ESA 

permitting provisions to CITES Appendix II elephants, as well as CITES Appendix I 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
scale, appropriate management measures for its elephant populations.”); 79 Fed. Reg. 26986 (May 

12, 2014); http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-March-2015-elephant-

Zimbabwe.pdf; http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-July-2014-elephant-

Zimbabwe.pdf.  
17 See http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-2015-elephant-Tanzania.PDF; 

http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-2014-elephant-Tanzania.PDF.  
18 See Marcum v. Salazar, 810 F.Supp.2d 56, 63 (D.D.C. 2011); Marcum v. Salazar, 694 F.3d 123 

(D.C.Cir. 2012). 
19 IUCN. (2009). Programme Afrique Centrale et Occidentale. Big Game Hunting in West Africa. 

What is its contribution to conservation? 
20 South Africa, Namibia, Tanzania, Botswana, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Burkina, and 

Benin. 
21 Economists at Large. (2013). The $200 million question: How much does trophy hunting really 

contribute to African communities? A report for the African Lion Coalition, prepared by Economists 

at Large, Melbourne, Australia. 
22 Sachedina, H.T. 2008. “Wildlife Is Our Oil : Conservation, Livelihoods and NGOs in the Tarangire 

Ecosystem, Tanzania.” University of Oxford. PhD. Thesis. 

http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-March-2015-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-March-2015-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-July-2014-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-July-2014-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-2015-elephant-Tanzania.PDF
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-2014-elephant-Tanzania.PDF
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elephants).  The permitting process is essential to ensure that trophy imports are analyzed 

under the enhancement standard, and we strongly encourage the Service to publish notice 

and accept public comment on all applications for African Elephant trophy imports to 

ensure that the enhancement analysis is based on the best available science.  

 

We also applaud the Service for attempting to ensure that trophy hunting does not 

contribute to commercial trade in ivory derived from trophy tusks; however, we are deeply 

concerned that the Proposed Rule does not do enough to regulate the activity of Americans 

engaged in elephant trophy hunting, as the Proposed Rule establishes an arbitrary and 

capricious “quota” for trophy imports.  Specifically, the Proposed Rule (50 C.F.R. § 

17.40(e)(6)(E)) provides that “No more than two African Elephant sport-hunted trophies 

[can be] imported by any hunter in a calendar year.” 

 

The Service has a statutory burden to demonstrate that every provision of the special rule 

is “necessary and advisable to provide for the conservation” of African Elephants. 16 U.S.C. 

§ 1533(d). Further, the Service must “articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action 

including a ‘rational connection between the facts found and the choice made.’” Motor 

Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983). In 

the Proposed Rule, the Service has articulated that establishing a quota is necessary to 

limit the quantity of elephant tusks that one person imports, in order to restrict the ability 

to import “commercial quantities of ivory as sport-hunted trophies.” 80 Fed. Reg. at 45165.  

But the Service has articulated no explanation for why allowing two trophies per hunter 

per year—the equivalent of each hunter killing two elephants per year – would not create a 

risk of allowing commercial quantities of ivory to be imported (e.g., four tusks can generate 

substantial amounts of valuable ivory products on an annual basis).   

 

Further, given the negative impacts that trophy hunting has on elephant conservation, it is 

arbitrary and capricious for the Service to assert that allowing every American to kill two 

African Elephants each year is necessary and advisable for elephant conservation. Based on 

the Service’s current position, there are only a few countries from which U.S. hunters can 

source elephant trophies (e.g., South Africa and Namibia), but the Service does not appear 

to have considered how its proposed trophy quota would impact the populations within 

those countries (as opposed to impacts on the species across its range). Therefore, we 

strongly urge the Service to remove the quota language from the Proposed Rule, replacing 

that language with a new § 17.40(e)(6)(E) to read: “A determination is made that the 

import, when combined with any previous import by the same importer, is not likely to 

result in commercial quantities of ivory being imported.”  

 

The Service should evaluate each proposed trophy import on a case-by-case basis under the 

enhancement standard, which is unlikely to result in the allowance of more than one 

elephant trophy import per hunter per lifetime, if any. Threatened species permits, which 

the Service has proposed to apply to African Elephant trophy imports, can only be issued 

for conservation purposes. 16 U.S.C. § 1531(c)(1) (FWS “shall seek to conserve endangered 

and threatened species and shall utilize [its] authorities in furtherance of the purpose[]” of 

the ESA, i.e., conservation, 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b)). In deciding whether to issue a threatened 

species permit, the Service must consider “[t]he probable direct and indirect effect which 

issuing the permit would have on the wild populations of the wildlife sought to be covered 

by the permit;” “[w]hether the permit . . . would in any way, directly or indirectly, conflict 

with any known program intended to enhance the survival probabilities of the population 
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from which the wildlife sought to be covered by the permit was or would be removed;” 

“whether the purpose for which the permit is required would be likely to reduce the threat 

of extinction facing the species”; “[t]he opinions or views of scientists or other persons or 

organizations having expertise concerning the wildlife or other matters germane to the 

application;” and “[w]hether the expertise, facilities, or other resources available to the 

applicant appear adequate to successfully accomplish the objectives stated in the 

application.”  50 C.F.R. § 17.32(a)(2). 

 

Before issuing a threatened species permit for the import of an elephant trophy, the Service 

must evaluate whether the source country has established a scientifically based 

management program that is developed and implemented to promote the conservation of 

the species in each management area.  We recommend that the Service determine on a 

regular basis (e.g., annually or every 3 years) whether it could make an enhancement 

finding for each country where elephant hunting occurs. In order to facilitate that 

evaluation, the Service should adopt criteria that range state and management area plans 

must meet and formal guidance on how permit biologists should evaluate each application 

to import an elephant trophy. For example, the range state from which the trophy 

originated must: 

 

 Have an approved and current national elephant management plan, which develops 

and implements conservation activities for specific elephant conservation units and 

works in concert with regional elephant management plans. Such national 

management plans should be developed using the IUCN SSC guidelines for strategic 

conservation planning, based on scientific information, and implemented in a 

manner that benefits the species and provides economic incentives for local 

communities to protect and expand African Elephant habitat. 

 Have up-to-date estimates on elephant distribution range, abundance, and status. 

 Observe a precautionary approach to establishing hunting quotas given current 

elephant population trends. 

 Carry a credible capacity to monitor and manage elephant populations in order to 

maintain healthy numbers and genetic diversity. 

 Appoint an identified national elephant plan coordinator. 

 Have an understanding of the biological needs of the species, as informed by the best 

available science. 

 Have sound law enforcement capabilities to deter or punish illegal retaliatory 

killings. 

 Involve local communities in elephant protection and humane conflict mitigation 

strategies.  

 Implement a human-elephant conflict management plan (including rapid response, 

mitigation approaches, a training component, education). 

 Actively promote wildlife-integrated land-use to ensure land-use planning does not 

negatively impact elephant conservation. 

 Achieve conservation targets within identified time frames. 

 Document the achievement of stated goals and monitor and evaluate the 

implementation of the plan, and adapt it as necessary. 

 Be in compliance with all international, regional and national commitments, 

agreements and regulations relating to wildlife (and specifically elephant) 

conservation, including (but not limited to) CITES. 
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 Have enacted laws and provided ample resources for enforcement against illegal 

trade in elephants and their parts. 

 Cooperate with neighboring countries for transboundary elephant population 

conservation and monitoring. 

 Have a system for measuring good governance when it comes to wildlife 

conservation/protection policy making and its implementation (for example, 

transparency International’s corruption perception index). 

 Have credible policies for managing any hunting offtake, including: 

o A science-based system for establishing hunting quotas which is 

demonstrably sustainable at a population level; 

o Price-setting (taxes and minimum number of safari days) and a system of 

concession leasing that increase the value of elephants across Africa (no 

competition on price); 

o Hunting moratoria for any declining populations; 

o A verifiable and enforceable mechanism to ensure no subadults or females 

are taken; 

o An adaptive management  policy of monitoring the impacts of the removal of 

individuals on remaining populations , and adjusting quotas accordingly; and  

o A demonstrable commitment to ensure proceeds of trophy hunting are used 

to benefit wildlife (and specifically elephant) conservation and communities 

living with wildlife. 

We applaud the Service for being mindful of not opening a loophole for the ivory market 

through trophy trade and prohibiting the import of antique trophies. We also applaud the 

Service for prohibiting interstate and foreign commerce in imported trophies and 

prohibiting the export of raw ivory from trophies. We similarly urge the Service to prohibit 

the export of worked ivory derived from trophies (as discussed further below). 

 

(2) Regulation of Ivory Trade 

 

We applaud the Service for taking robust action to address the domestic trade in African 

Elephant ivory. But we strongly urge the Service to take additional steps to strictly prohibit 

the import, export, interstate sale, and interstate commercial transport in African Elephant 

ivory, allowing such activity only for scientific purposes or enhancement purposes or if the 

ESA exemptions for antique or Pre-Act ivory apply. The Proposed Rule makes clear that the 

AECA continues to limit the scope of ivory imports even if such action is not prohibited by 

the ESA, but additional ESA action is needed. 

 

Analysis of international and domestic trade in African Elephants and their parts clearly 

shows that the species is in danger of extinction due to overutilization for commercial and 

recreational purposes, including activity that is currently legal.  Original analysis from 

Petitioners’ uplisting petition shows that between 2003 and 2012, net imports from all 

sources and for all legal purposes represented approximately 49,501 African Elephants in 

international trade. Net United States imports from all sources and for all legal purposes 

represented approximately 8,119 African Elephants in international trade (16.4% of total 

trade). From 2010-2012 alone, Americans legally imported approximately 22,500 pounds of 

ivory specimens. 
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While international ivory trade that is currently legal can be monitored via the CITES 

trade database, illegal trade is more difficult to precisely quantify. But there is a clear link 

between legal trade and illegal trade (as detailed in Petitioners’ uplisting petition).  For 

example, the CITES decisions to approve sales of stockpiled ivory from Botswana, Namibia, 

Zimbabwe, and South Africa to Japan and China23 stimulated international demand for 

elephant parts and has created confusion amongst consumers about the legal status of the 

elephant products in trade.24 After the 2008 sale, there was an immediate and 

unprecedented spike in international trade in ivory, and net imports of African Elephant 

specimens have grown substantially since then.  

 

Federal law enforcement officials routinely seize shipments of ivory directly from Africa, 

proving that the United States is an end market for illegal ivory products.25 The United 

States plays a significant role in the overutilization of the species—large amounts of ivory 

are offered for sale on the domestic market that appear to have been carved after the 1989 

CITES Appendix I listing,  implying that they were illegally imported.26  

 

The African Elephant is in danger of extinction due to this overutilization for commercial 

and recreational purposes, and elephant poaching to supply this demand has reached an 

unsustainable level.27  Therefore, increased oversight of the international and domestic 

trade in ivory (and other elephant parts and products) is necessary to bring the African 

Elephant back from the brink of extinction.    

 

A. The Service Must Adopt Strict Regulations for the Domestic Ivory Market 

 

We applaud the Service for finally proposing to strictly regulate the United States domestic 

ivory market, which is clearly significant in size and global influence. In addition to the 

evidence noted above of copious legal ivory imports into the United States, a 2015 report 

authored by Daniel Stiles (one of the few experts proficient at visually dating ivory28) and 

commissioned by the Natural Resources Defense Council strongly suggests that the vast 

majority of ivory offered for sale in the San Francisco and Los Angeles markets may have 

been derived from recently-killed elephants (and thus may have been imported illegally).29  

 

                                                           
23 CITES, Illegal ivory trade driven by unregulated domestic markets, 4 Oct. 2002, available at 

http://www.cites.org/eng/news/pr/2002/021004_ivory.shtml. 
24 CITES, Ivory Auctions Raise 15 Million U.S.D. for Elephant Conservation, 

http://www.cites.org/eng/news/pr/2008/081107_ivory.shtml.  
25 See Beth Allgood, et al., U.S. Ivory Trade: Can a Crackdown on Trafficking Save the Last Titan?, 

20 Animal L. 27, 36 (2013).  
26 D. Stiles & E. Martin, The U.S.A’s Ivory Markets—How Much a Threat to Elephants?, 45 

Pachyderm 67 (July 2008–June 2009), available at 

www.pachydermjournal.org/index.php/pachy/article/view/13/52. 
27 CITES, Elephant Conservation, Illegal Killing, and Ivory Trade. (2014). 10. Available at 

http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf. 
28See, e.g., Daniel Stiles. 2014.The big ivory apple. Natural History. Available at 

http://www.naturalhistorymag.com/perspectives/292575/the-big-ivory-apple; Esmond Martin and 

Daniel Stiles. 2008. Ivory markets in the USA. Care for the Wild International and Save the 

Elephants.   
29 Daniel Stiles. (2015). Elephant Ivory Trafficking in California, USA, available at 

http://docs.nrdc.org/wildlife/files/wil_15010601a.pdf.  

http://www.cites.org/eng/news/pr/2002/021004_ivory.shtml
http://www.cites.org/eng/news/pr/2008/081107_ivory.shtml
http://www.pachydermjournal.org/index.php/pachy/article/view/13/52
http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf
http://www.naturalhistorymag.com/perspectives/292575/the-big-ivory-apple
http://docs.nrdc.org/wildlife/files/wil_15010601a.pdf
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Our organizations have reviewed the comments that Stiles submitted on this Proposed Rule 

and strongly disagree with his argument that the United States lacks a sizable ivory 

market. Such a conclusion is also contrary to Stiles’ previous work. Stiles is now taking the 

position that the United States ivory market is insignificant, that his past surveys are 

baseless, and that “no conclusions should be drawn about what percentage of ivory in the 

USA is legal or illegal based on visual examination.” While we understand that dating ivory 

items based solely on visual inspection is difficult, Stiles’ 2015 report clearly concludes that 

the majority of ivory he observed in California was likely illegally sourced: 

 

"[B]etween 77% and 90% of the ivory surveyed in Los Angeles was likely illegal under 

California law and 47-60% could have been illegal under federal law. However, it is 

possible that some could have been produced in the United States from old raw ivory 

already in the country before 1989 . . . 80% of the ivory seen in San Francisco was likely 

illegal under California law and 52% could have been illegal under federal law."30  

 

Even if this is only a rough estimate, the results are disturbing and indicate that 

California’s ivory market is clearly a contributor to the elephant poaching crisis. The 

conclusion that much of California’s ivory market is comprised of illegal ivory is supported 

by the evidence that many of the ivory items found in California were fake antiques whose 

true nature had been disguised by staining, cracking, and chipping them to look old.31 As 

Stiles stated of ivory in Los Angeles: “Many of the claimed ‘antiques’ were obvious fakes 

that had been stained and artificially aged, based on visual inspection.”32  He also found 

that illegal ivory was disguised by deliberately mixing it with resin, bone, and legal sources 

of ivory such as mammoth.33 For example, in two of the stores he visited he could not count 

the number of elephant ivory pieces because the store owners had mixed them in with 

mammoth, hippo, and bone pieces.34 Two other vendors stated that all of the several 

hundred items on display were either legal ivory imported prior to 1989, or non-elephant 

ivory, although that would mean that the pieces had all been in inventory for at least 25 

years without selling, which is highly unlikely.35  

 

Stiles also now suggests that consumer demand for ivory in the United States is decreasing. 

While it is true that the 2015 report found that California’s ivory market has decreased in 

size, this does not mean that demand has subsided. Indeed, in the 2015 report, Stiles found 

the opposite to be true, stating that “[c]onsumer demand for ivory in California remains 

high” and that “[a]lmost all vendors who were asked stated that demand has not 

                                                           
30 Stiles (2015) at 11, 13. 
31 Id. at 10. 
32 Id. at 11.  In one Los Angeles store “[The] vendor claimed that 41 of the 96 pieces of African ivory 

he offered for sale were made by a particular ethnic group in Africa. To verify this, the investigator 

contacted Professor Doran Ross, an African art expert from the University of California Los Angeles 

(UCLA) and Director Emeritus of UCLA’s Fowler Museum, who examined the pieces. He concluded 

that of the 96 African ivory pieces, ‘[a]ll but five or six . . . are ludicrous fakes.’ (D. Ross, personal 

communication, April 11, 2014). Professor Ross, who has extensive experience studying the art of 

this ethnic group and whose museum has the world’s largest collection of art from this ethnic group, 

stated that the pieces were ‘cartoons… [and] are profoundly insulting jokes on any sincere 

consideration of ‘traditional,’ ‘antique,’ or ‘ancient’ African art.’” Id.   
33 Id. at 6-7. 
34 Id. at 13. 
35 Id. at 12.   
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dropped.”36 Instead, Stiles attributed the decline in California’s ivory market to the very 

thing he advocates against in his comments: stricter laws and regulations. As he wrote in 

the 2015 report:  

 

“Based on the investigator’s conversations with ivory vendors, it appears that the 

decline in ivory is, at least in part, due to increased awareness amongst vendors that 

there are legal problems pertaining to the sale of ivory, and that these could become 

more severe.”37  

 

Stiles also now argues that many of the new-looking ivory items in the United States could 

actually be carved from the “tons of legal raw ivory in the U.S.” and thus may be legal to 

sell. However, this statement conflicts with his 2015 finding that “[b]ased on the style of the 

possibly illegal worked ivory . . . it originated, in order of proportion, from East Asia, Africa, 

and Europe."38 Finally, Stiles asserts that the United States lacks a sizable ivory market by 

claiming that little raw ivory enters the United States, relative to the country’s size and 

economy. However, information from the CITES database, as detailed above, clearly shows 

that thousands of tusks (representing hundreds of dead elephants) were imported in recent 

years, in addition to all of the worked ivory imported, which also has negative conservation 

impacts when sourced through poached elephants. Thus, we encourage the Service to 

disregard Stiles’ comments on this Proposed Rule due to lack of consistency. 

 

The current special rule does not regulate the domestic ivory market, and it is imperative 

that the Service apply the ESA prohibitions on interstate commerce to African Elephants in 

order to promote the conservation of the species, as required by law. While the Proposed 

Rule describes an impressive list of prosecutions against elephant ivory traffickers, 

primarily under the Lacey Act,39 the Service must do more than focus on large scale 

smuggling of ivory and must address the rampant interstate trade in ivory, which has a 

substantial negative cumulative impact on elephant conservation.  The United States must 

take a leadership role on curtailing the trade in elephant products not only to address the 

domestic demand for ivory but also to enhance the ongoing collaboration with other 

consumer nations (such as China) to signal that collective action is needed to conserve this 

iconic species. 

 

B. Comments on the Proposed De Minimis Exception for Interstate Commerce 

 

As demonstrated in Petitioners’ uplisting petition, the Service should strictly prohibit 

interstate commerce in African Elephant ivory, as it does currently with Asian elephant 

ivory.  If the Service proceeds with amending the special rule under the current Threatened 

listing (as opposed to uplisting the species to Endangered), we request that the broad de 

minimis exemption be removed or significantly tightened (i.e., limited to de minimis 

musical instruments only).   

 

While the Service posits that the de minimis exemption described in the Proposed Rule 

applies to a “very narrow class of items” that does not contribute to the poaching of 

                                                           
36 Id. at 15. 
37 Id. at 16. 
38 Id. at 15. 
39 80 Fed. Reg. at 45158-9. 
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elephants, we believe that this exception has negative ramifications beyond those foreseen 

by the Service, and should therefore be removed  for three main reasons.40  

 

First, by allowing unfettered interstate trade in de minimis ivory items, the Service fails to 

comply with the ESA’s requirement that special rules be “necessary and advisable to 

provide for the conservation of such species.” 16 U.S.C. 1533(d). The proposed de minimis 

exception is neither necessary nor advisable. For example, in contrast to other special rules 

that are designed to “incentivize proactive conservation efforts,”41 the Service’s proposal to 

allow unregulated interstate sale (without permits) in a significant number of small ivory 

pieces would not encourage conservation and instead is designed primarily to minimize 

political opposition to the regulation. Permitting an individual in the United States to buy 

an item with a de minimis amount of ivory will not make that individual more likely to 

contribute to elephant conservation in the long-term.  

 

Second, the proposed de minimis exception would create substantial enforcement 

difficulties and contribute to the threats facing the species’ continued existence.  The 

exception would allow a robust market in ivory to persist and create a cover for illegal trade 

in ivory sourced directly through poaching. Lack of public awareness regarding the 

elephant poaching crisis and the United States’ role in it has significantly contributed to 

illegal sales in this country. Under the current system, legal ivory goods are sold alongside 

illegal goods, causing consumers to (mistakenly) believe that all ivory trade is legal. By 

allowing significant ivory trade to continue, the de minimis provision in the Proposed Rule 

would perpetuate this consumer confusion and make it more likely that the status quo will 

continue.  

 

Third, the de minimis exception would create problematic precedent for other ivory-

consuming nations, providing a roadmap for carving out exceptions from current and/or 

future efforts to restrict the ivory trade, to the detriment of elephant conservation. The 

importance of domestic action as it relates to diplomatic efforts overseas cannot be 

overstated, and in order to ensure that the Proposed Rule is “advisable” to provide for 

elephant conservation the Service must take a strong stance to stop ivory sales. The weaker 

the United States rules, the less credibility the Administration will have to encourage 

strong rules elsewhere. In particular, we are concerned about the influence such an 

exception may have on China, which is home to the world’s largest ivory trade. On 

September 25, 2015, President Obama and China’s President Xi Jinping made a joint 

commitment to halt their domestic ivory markets,42 and China previously announced that it 

would phase out domestic manufacture and sales of ivory and ban commercial ivory 

imports.43 However, past regulatory action in that country has included an ill-conceived 

registration system, premised on the idea that a certain class of items was acceptable to 

sell. The United States should not send the message to China and other consumer nations 

that exempting certain items from a general ban is acceptable. 

                                                           
40 80 Fed. Reg. at 45163. 
41 http://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/factsheets/ESA%20SpecialRules%20Factsheet_020714.pdf.  
42 https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2015/09/25/fact-sheet-president-xi-jinpings-state-visit-

united-states.  
43 Karl Mathiesen. May 29, 2015. China agrees to phase out its ivory industry to combat elephant 

poaching. The Guardian. Available at http://www.theguardian.com/environment/2015/may/29/china-

agrees-to-phase-out-its-ivory-industry-to-combat-elephant-poaching. 

http://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/factsheets/ESA%20SpecialRules%20Factsheet_020714.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2015/09/25/fact-sheet-president-xi-jinpings-state-visit-united-states
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2015/09/25/fact-sheet-president-xi-jinpings-state-visit-united-states
http://www.theguardian.com/environment/2015/may/29/china-agrees-to-phase-out-its-ivory-industry-to-combat-elephant-poaching
http://www.theguardian.com/environment/2015/may/29/china-agrees-to-phase-out-its-ivory-industry-to-combat-elephant-poaching
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If the Service does decide to adopt a de minimis exception, we would strongly encourage it 

to be limited to musical instruments (which appears to be the primary intended purpose of 

the provision) and not to relax the criteria in any way in the Final Rule. In particular, it is 

extremely important that the de minimis exception continue to prohibit items made wholly 

or primarily of ivory (criterion IV), since much of the illegal market is comprised of such 

items – mainly trinkets, figurines, and netsuke – and this criterion is a commonsense way 

of ensuring that smaller ivory items are not given an easier path to market. It is also 

crucial that the de minimis exception continue to require that the ivory be a fixed 

component of the item (criterion III) in order to prevent sellers from skirting this restriction 

by pairing an ivory product with another, larger item of marginal value. The other criteria 

are all reasonable elements that, if enforced, would be an improvement on the regulatory 

status quo. 

 

Moreover, we recommend that the Service strengthen the de minimis exception in several 

ways to prevent abuse. First, the Service should further restrict the date of import 

requirement for de minimis items. The de minimis exception contained in the Proposed 

Rule allows commerce in items if the ivory was imported into the United States prior to 

January 18, 1990 (for items located within the United States) or removed from the wild 

prior to February 26, 1976 (if the item was imported into the United States). We believe 

that the Service should change the former to 1976 as well to help ensure that only de 

minimis items with old ivory are being sold under the de minimis exception. Second, the 

Service should publish a comprehensive list of the types of documentation that may be used 

to prove that an item qualifies under this exception. Third, given that the Proposed Rule 

states that the Service will accept “qualified appraisal[s]” as proof of provenance, the 

Service should review its policy for qualified appraisers to prevent fraud. As we learned 

while working on ivory legislation in New York State, which previously relied heavily on 

appraisals as proof of age, the appraisal system is fraught with abuse: although appraisers 

can examine the style, condition, price, and information from the seller, they often cannot 

determine the date of acquisition. As stated by Norman Sandfield, a member of the 

International Ivory Society and International Society of Appraisers: 

 

“[A]s a dealer in ivory products, I am not sure how I would respond to a customer who 

asked for a written statement from the seller that clearly states the ivory sold is not 

restricted. Anything I give the customer would have no legal standing (except to 

possibly embarrass me in the future), and I have no authority to issue any paperwork 

with legal standing on ivory issues. Most collectors and dealers of ivory with whom I 

have talked believe that they have acquired all of their ivory legally, but would be hard 

pressed to prove it with the necessary paperwork.”44  

 

One way in which to prevent abuse of the appraisal process would be to strengthen the 

Service’s policy and oversight regarding the qualifications of these appraisers.  

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
44 Norman Sandfield, lIS Newsletter 2002-45. 
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C. The Final Rule Should Not Contain An Exception for Museums 

 

The ESA provides that the term “commercial activity” means “all activities of industry and 

trade, including, but not limited to, the buying or selling of commodities and activities 

conducted for the purpose of facilitating such buying and selling: Provided, however, That it 

does not include exhibition of commodities by museums or similar cultural or historical 

organizations.” 16 U.S.C. § 1532. This definition is directly relevant for the analysis of 

whether a particular specimen qualifies for the ESA Pre-Act exception for prohibited 

activities (16 U.S.C. § 1538(b)) and to the scope of the prohibition on interstate transport 

when there is no sale (16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)(1)(E)). 

 

In the Proposed Rule, the Service solicits comments on whether the Final Rule should 

contain a total exception to the prohibition on interstate commerce (including direct sale) in 

elephant ivory for museums.45 We strongly oppose such an exception for two reasons. 

 

First, a museum exception for the interstate trade of elephant ivory is unnecessary given 

the antiques exception contained in the ESA, and even more unnecessary if the Final Rule 

contains the de minimis exception included in the Proposed Rule. Indeed, these exceptions 

combined cover a broad swath of items: both antique items and newer items containing a 

small amount of ivory. It is difficult to fathom any ivory items that a museum would have a 

legitimate interest in selling that are not covered by these exceptions. Examples of items 

that could not be sold interstate include some jewelry pieces, ivory chess sets, and ivory 

figurines that were sourced from recently-killed elephants. These items are not of historical 

or educational value, which is the primary purpose of legitimate museums. 

 

Second, entities purporting to be museums (a term which is not defined in the ESA) could 

abuse a museum exception to perpetuate the trade in elephant ivory in a manner that 

undermines elephant conservation. For instance, in 2007, Sacramento State University’s 

then-president wrote to the Tanzanian government to secure special access for two avid 

trophy hunters from California – Paul and Renee Snider – to kill more than 80 species of 

animals for a new “natural history museum”, to be paid for with a reported $2.4 million 

donation from the couple.46 If the Sniders’ personal collection of trophies were considered a 

museum, they would be allowed to sell ivory sourced from unsustainably hunted elephants, 

to the detriment of elephant conservation. 

 

D. The Service Should Not Broaden Exemptions for The Export of Ivory 

 

In the Proposed Rule, the Service solicits information regarding whether to broaden the 

exemptions it has developed for the noncommercial import and export of worked ivory.47 We 

believe the Service should not broaden the proposed exemptions. 

 

With regards to exports, the Proposed Rule would limit ivory exports by (1) restricting 

commercial exports of worked ivory to antiques only, and (2) restricting noncommercial 

exports of worked ivory to that which qualifies as antique, Pre-Act, law enforcement and 

                                                           
45 80 Fed. Reg. at 45163. 
46 Jennifer Fearing, Cecil the Lion’s Awful Death Should End Trophy Hunting, Sacramento Bee, 

Aug. 3, 2015, available at http://www.sacbee.com/opinion/op-ed/soapbox/article29887975.html.  
47 80 Fed. Reg. at 45170.  

http://www.sacbee.com/opinion/op-ed/soapbox/article29887975.html
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bona fide scientific specimens, and ivory legally acquired and removed from the wild prior 

to February 26, 1976 that is either part of a household move or inheritance, musical 

instrument, or traveling exhibition.48  

 

These changes would limit the ability of brokers to purchase large quantities of worked 

ivory in the United States at stores and auctions for export, thereby stimulating 

international demand for ivory that is often met through poaching. According to data 

collected by the International Fund for Animal Welfare, from 2009 to 2012, 6,753 

supposedly legal ivory objects were exported or seized on attempted export from the United 

States, approximately 250 of which were seized before they were actually exported.49 Many 

of these exports were likely by foreign buyers who traveled to the United States to buy ivory 

due to the fact that it is much less expensive here than in China, which has the world’s 

largest ivory market.50 In a 2015 report commissioned by the Natural Resources Defense 

Council on California’s ivory market, the investigator was told by an established ivory 

collector informant that he had attended several auctions conducted by a California gallery 

that included ivory lots.51 Many foreigners attended, some with interpreters, and the ivory 

lots always sold out, with many being purchased by telephone bidders.52 Similarly, a 2014 

report by the International Fund for Animal Welfare found that a significant proportion of 

ivory buyers at U.S. auctions are males of Asian descent.53 The report stated that “[i]n at 

least two of the auction galleries visited, the owners were Chinese, and several auction 

websites posted their catalogs and other promotional materials in Chinese.”54 Even 

reputable auction houses have been responsible for exporting illegal ivory for buyers under 

the pretense of legality. Indeed, according to Service data on ivory seizures, Sotheby’s 

attempted to export a number of the ivory exports seized between 2009 and 2012.55 And in 

2013, ivory vendors in New York City stated that between 2009 and 2011 Chinese buyers 

visited their stores and bought almost everything on display.56  

 

The modifications to export rules contained in the Proposed Rule are also important in the 

context of Chinese policy. Indeed, as the top ivory-consuming nation, China must ban 

export of ivory to both curb its domestic market and to prevent other countries from 

assuming its role in ivory demand. The United States must show leadership in this area to 

continue encouraging other countries like China to enact stringent regulations on the ivory 

market.  

 

 

 

 

                                                           
48 80 Fed. Reg. at 45174. 
49 International Fund for Animal Welfare. (2014) Bidding Against Survival: The Elephant Poaching 

Crisis and the Role of Auctions in the U.S. Ivory Market at 8. Available at 

http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-Ivory-Auctions-bidding-against-survival-aug-

2014_0.pdf. 
50 Stiles (2015) at 15.  
51 Id. 
52 Id. at 15.  
53 IFAW (2014) at 22. 
54 Id.  
55 IFAW (2014) at 14.  
56 Stiles (2014) at 15. 

http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-Ivory-Auctions-bidding-against-survival-aug-2014_0.pdf
http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-Ivory-Auctions-bidding-against-survival-aug-2014_0.pdf
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(3) Regulation of Other Elephant Parts 

 

The United States continues to be a major importer of elephant parts and products in 

addition to trophies and ivory. As detailed in Petitioners’ uplisting petition, between 2003 

and 2012, this included small leather products (57,844 specimens), ivory carvings (56,204 

specimens), and skins (33,184 specimens). United States imports of these parts over the 

period studied far exceed those of other countries (approximate 44% of global total).  

Further, the number of African Elephant skins imported to the United States is 

dramatically increasing (from an average of 797 per year to an average of 2,123 per year in 

recent years). This is likely in part due to burgeoning demand for shoes made from elephant 

leather. The Service asserts that regulating such activity is not necessary because “there is 

no information to indicate that…commercial use of elephant parts and products other than 

ivory has had any effect on the rates or patterns of illegal killing of elephants and the 

illegal trade in ivory.”57 However, even if ivory is the primary motivation for elephant 

poaching, regulating the international and domestic trade in other elephant parts will 

ensure that the new restrictions on the ivory market do not have the impact of incentivizing 

killing elephants for other valuable parts. Further, the Service ignores the broader negative 

impact that commercialization of wildlife parts has on public perception of the need to 

conserve imperiled species. Therefore, we strongly urge the Service to regulate interstate 

and foreign commerce in all African Elephant parts and products in order to provide for the 

conservation of the species. 

 

(4) Regulation of Live Elephants 

 

We applaud the Service for proposing to amend the special rule to apply the take 

prohibition to live African Elephants in captivity in the United States. 

 

As the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries Service have 

repeatedly acknowledged, when a species, subspecies, or distinct population segment is 

listed, such listing clearly applies to any individual of the listed entity, whether living in 

captivity58 or in the wild. See 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b) (making clear that the take prohibition 

applies to captive animals regardless of the date of listing); 16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)(1) 

(prohibiting the take of “any” endangered species); H.R. Rep. No. 93-412 (1973) (“[t]he term 

‘fish or wildlife’ means all wild animals, whether or not raised in captivity”); 42 Fed. Reg. 

28052 (June 1, 1977) (“captive individuals provide gene pools that deserve continued 

preservation, and such individuals make it possible to re-establish or rejuvenate wild 

populations,” and “[f]or these reasons, the Service will continue to enforce the stringent 

prohibitions of the Act as they relate to captive individuals of a species that is endangered 

in the wild…”); 44 Fed. Reg. 30044 (May 23, 1979) (“The Service has consistently 

maintained that the Act applies to both wild and captive populations of a species…”); 63 

Fed. Reg. 48634, 48636 (September 11, 1998) (explaining that “take” was defined by 

                                                           
57 80 Fed. Reg. at 45161. 
58 FWS regulations define “captivity” to mean that “living wildlife is held in a controlled environment 

that is intensively manipulated by man for the purpose of producing wildlife of the selected species, 

and that has boundaries designed to prevent animal, eggs or gametes of the selected species from 

entering or leaving the controlled environment. General characteristics of captivity may include but 

are not limited to artificial housing, waste removal, health care, protection from predators, and 

artificially supplied food.” 50 C.F.R. § 17.3. 
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Congress to apply to endangered or threatened wildlife “whether wild or captive” and 

conceding that “It is true that the Act applies to all specimens that comprise a ‘species’” and 

“does not distinguish between wild and captive specimens thereof”); 77 Fed. Reg. 431, 434 

(Jan. 5, 2012) (the ESA “specifically covers any species that is listed as endangered or 

threatened, whether it is native to the United States or non-native and whether it is in 

captivity or in the wild.”); 78 Fed. Reg. 33790 (June 5, 2013); 78 Fed. Reg. 35201, 35204 

(June 12, 2013) (“the Act does not allow for captive-held animals to be assigned separate 

legal status from their wild counterparts on the basis of their captive state, including 

through designation as a separate distinct population segment (DPS). It is also not possible 

to separate out captive- held specimens for different legal status under the Act by other 

approaches…”); 79 Fed. Reg. 4313, 4317 (Jan. 27, 2014) (“The ESA does not support the 

exclusion of captive members from a listing based solely on their status as captive.”); 80 

Fed. Reg. 34500 (June 16, 2015). 

 

Thus, it would be arbitrary and capricious for the Service to not extend ESA protections to 

captive elephants, particularly given that the Service has long recognized that certain uses 

of captive animals undermine the conservation of endangered species in the wild. See 57 

Fed. Reg. 548, 550 (January 7, 1992) (There is a danger of “captive-bred animals…[being] 

used for purposes that do not contribute to conservation, such as for pets…or for 

entertainment”); 44 Fed. Reg. 30044, 30045 (May 23, 1979) (“uses of captive wildlife can be 

detrimental to wild populations”); 77 Fed. Reg. 431, 434 (Jan. 5, 2012) (“While the Service 

does believe that captive breeding can provide a significant benefit to endangered species, 

such benefits can only be realized when the breeding program is scientifically based and 

conducted in a manner that contributes to the continued survival of the species… However, 

breeding just to breed, without adequate attention to genetic composition and demographics 

of the breeding population, may not provide a clear conservation benefit to an endangered 

species.”).     

 

Further, studies show that the use of endangered species in entertainment media 

undermines conservation efforts by decreasing public awareness about the plight of 

endangered species, decreasing donations to conservation programs, and facilitating 

poaching and trafficking of wild animals.59 Additionally, studies highlight the need for 

education programs to be carefully crafted to ensure that wildlife exhibition actually has a 

positive impact on viewers.60 Thus, it is imperative that captive elephants be strictly 

protected from take (including the use of bullhooks to force performances, such as occurs at 

the Natural Bridge Zoo and other substandard exhibition facilities) and that ESA permits 

                                                           
59 See, e.g., Steve R. Ross et al., Inappropriate Use and Portrayal of Chimpanzees, Science vol. 319, 

pg. 1487 (2008); Stephen R. Ross et al., Specific Image Characteristics Influence Attitudes about 

Chimpanzee Conservation and Use as Pets, PLoS One 6(7) (July 13, 2011); Kara Schroepfer et al., 

Use of “Entertainment” Chimpanzees in Commercials Distorts Public Perception Regarding Their 

Conservation Status, PLoS One 6(10) (Oct. 12. 2011). 
60 See, e.g., Kristen E. Lukas & Stephen R. Ross, Naturalistic Exhibits May Be More Effective Than 

Traditional Exhibits at Improving Zoo-Visitor Attitudes Toward African Apes, Anthrozoos Vol. 27:3, 

435-455 (Sept. 2014); Eric Jensen, Evaluating Children’s Conservation Biology Learning at the Zoo, 

Conservation Biology Vol. 28:4, 1004-1011 (Aug. 2014); Philip J. Nyhus et al., Thirteen Thousand 

and Counting: How the Growing Captive Tiger Populations Threaten Wild Tigers, in Tigers of the 

World, 2d ed., pp. 232, 237 (2010); BK Anne-Isola Nekaris et al, Tickled to Death: Analysing Public 

Perception of ‘Cute’ Videos of Threatened Species (Slow Lorises – Nycticebus spp.) on Web 2.0 Sites, 

PLoS ONE Vol. 8(7) (July 24, 2013). 
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are required for all actions that harm or harass captive elephants. Such permits should be 

subject to public notice and comment to ensure that otherwise prohibited activities 

involving captive elephants actually enhance the survival of the species. 

 

Similarly, it is imperative that interstate and foreign commerce in live elephants is 

regulated. Thus, we strongly urge the Service to apply those prohibitions to live elephants 

and to narrowly construe the Pre-Act exception for captive elephants to ensure that 

elephants used for commercial enterprises are not exempt from permitting requirements. 

See, e.g., PETA v. FWS, Case No. 14-55471, (9th Cir. 2014). Recently, there has been global 

outrage against the export of wild elephants captured from Zimbabwe and sold to China for 

exhibition61 and three U.S. zoos are now seeking to import 18 elephants from Swaziland. 

The Service must ensure that any proposed imports of live elephants into the U.S. are 

strictly scrutinized through the ESA permitting process under the enhancement standard. 

 

(5) Preemption 

 

We agree with the Service’s interpretation that the ESA does not address intrastate sale of 

ivory and that state laws prohibiting the sale of endangered species parts or products are 

not preempted by federal law. As the Service noted in its proposed rule, two states, New 

York and New Jersey have already passed laws to address their local markets in ivory; a 

similar bill in California is awaiting the Governor’s signature and several states are 

considering similar legislation. Such laws are critical components of a robust enforcement 

framework to address the demand for trinkets that are contributing to the decimation of 

wild populations of African Elephants.  

 

Conclusion 

 

We applaud the Service for taking action to amend the existing special rule, which has 

failed to provide for the conservation of African Elephants, as required by law. While 

Petitioners believe that this species meets the statutory definition of an Endangered species 

and therefore must be protected under the ESA’s strict prohibitions on import, export, 

interstate commerce, and take, if the Service moves forward with finalizing the amended 

special rule we strongly urge the Service to tighten its proposal as indicated herein. 

 

 

Respectfully, 

 

 
Anna Frostic 

Attorney for The Humane Society of the United States 

and The Fund for Animals 

                                                           
61 Bloomberg, Zimbabwe Flies 20 Elephants to China Amid Conservation Efforts (July 6, 2015), 

http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2015-07-06/zimbabwe-flies-20-elephants-to-china-amid-

conservation-efforts. 

http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2015-07-06/zimbabwe-flies-20-elephants-to-china-amid-conservation-efforts
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2015-07-06/zimbabwe-flies-20-elephants-to-china-amid-conservation-efforts
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May 16, 2016 

 

 

Ms. Jessica Evans 

Public Comments Processing  

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, MS:BPHC 

5275 Leesburg Pike  

Falls Church, VA 22041-3803 

 

RE: Comments on 90-Day Finding on Petition to Reclassify the African Elephant 

(Loxodonta africana) as Endangered (FWS-HQ-ES-2016-0010) 

 

Dear Ms. Evans, 

 

On behalf of Humane Society International, International Fund for Animal Welfare, The 

Humane Society of the United States, and The Fund for Animals and all of our members, 

we hereby submit the following comments in response to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service’s initiation of a status review of African elephants (Loxodonta africana) under the 

Endangered Species Act (ESA). 81 Fed. Reg. 14058, 14062 (March 16, 2016). Our 

organizations deeply appreciate the Obama Administration’s commitment to elephant 

conservation and applaud the Service for its work to strengthen the existing threatened 

species regulations for African elephants; however, the best available science – submitted in 

our Petition and updated herein – makes clear that the species meets the statutory 

definition of endangered and must be uplisted. It is imperative that the Service proceeds 

expeditiously to conclude its status review and take action to promote the conservation of 

African elephants. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(B)(ii) (requiring the Service to make a finding 

within 12 months after receiving the petition whether the petitioned action is warranted, 

and if so to “promptly publish…a proposed regulation to implement such action…”). 

 

Legal Background 

 

Since 1978, the African elephant (Loxodonta africana) has been listed as threatened under 

the ESA and regulated under a special rule. 50 C.F.R. §§ 17.11, 17.40(e). In 1988, Congress 

enacted the African elephant Conservation Act (AECA), which authorized the 

establishment of moratoria on imports of African elephant ivory. 16 U.S.C. §§ 4222 et seq. 

In 1992, the Service amended the African elephant special rule to reflect the ivory 

moratoria adopted under the AECA. 57 Fed. Reg. 35473 (Aug. 10, 1992). However, that rule 



2 

 

currently allows for unrestricted interstate trade in ivory and other elephant parts, does 

not require permits for all trophy imports, and does not prohibit the take or trade in live 

elephants, and thus fails to promote the conservation of the species. 50 C.F.R. § 17.40(e). 

On July 1, 2013, President Obama issued an Executive Order establishing a Presidential 

Task Force on Wildlife Trafficking to address the escalating international poaching crisis 

and the illegal trade in wildlife and their derivative parts and products. In February 2014, 

the President adopted the National Strategy for Combatting Wildlife Trafficking, 

announcing the Administration’s guiding principles for strengthening enforcement of 

wildlife laws, reducing U.S. demand for illegally traded wildlife, and expanding 

international cooperation and commitment to address this issue. See 

http://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/nationalstrategywildlifetrafficking.pdf.  

 

Immediately thereafter, the Service issued Director’s Order No. 210 to strengthen 

enforcement of existing laws and also announced a plan to amend the African elephant 

special rule to tighten restrictions on import, export, and interstate commerce in ivory and 

hunting trophies. See http://www.fws.gov/international/travel-and-trade/ivory-ban-

questions-and-answers.html.  

 

One year later (on February 11, 2015, after no regulatory action from the Service), The 

International Fund for Animal Welfare, Humane Society International, The Humane 

Society of the United States, and The Fund for Animals (hereinafter “Petitioners”) 

petitioned the Service to reclassify the African elephant (Loxodonta africana) from 

threatened to endangered under the ESA. On June 11, 2015, the Center for Biological 

Diversity submitted a petition to list African elephants as two endangered species (Forest 

Elephants, Loxodonta cyclotis, and Savannah Elephants, Loxodonta africana). 16 U.S.C. § 

1533(b)(3). On July 29, 2015, the Service issued a proposed rule to amend the special rule 

for African elephants under the existing threatened listing (however, this rule has not yet 

been finalized and would not offer the same level of protection as an endangered listing). 80 

Fed. Reg. 45154 (July 29, 2015). On March 16, 2016, the Service issued a positive 90-day 

finding on both uplisting petitions, opening up a status review on Loxodonta africana. 81 

Fed. Reg. 14058, 14062 (March 16, 2016). 

 

The ESA requires listing determinations to be made “solely on the basis of the best 

scientific and commercial data available...” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). See also TVA v. Hill, 

437 U.S. 153, 184 (1978) (the goal of the ESA is to “reverse the trend toward extinction, 

whatever the cost”); New Mexico Cattle Growers v. U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, 248 F.3d 

1277, 1284-85 (10th Cir. 2001) (quoting H.R. Rep. No. 97-567, pt. 1 at 29 (1982), “‘The 

addition of the word ‘solely’ is intended to remove from the process of listing or delisting of 

species any factor not related to the biological status of the species.’”); H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 

835, 97th Cong. 2d Sess. 19-20 (1982) (the limitations on the factors the Service may 

consider in making listing decisions were intended to “ensure that decisions . . . pertaining 

to listing . . . are based solely upon biological criteria and to prevent nonbiological 

considerations from affecting such decisions.”).  

 

As evidenced in our Petition and supplemented by these comments, the best available 

science indicates that listing African elephants as endangered is warranted. 

 

 

http://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/nationalstrategywildlifetrafficking.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/travel-and-trade/ivory-ban-questions-and-answers.html
http://www.fws.gov/international/travel-and-trade/ivory-ban-questions-and-answers.html
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New Scientific Evidence Supports Uplisting 

 

As detailed at length in our Petition, the African elephant has suffered a population-wide 

decline of at least 60% since the Service listed the African elephant as threatened in 1978 

due to habitat loss, poaching, commercial exploitation, trophy hunting, human-elephant 

conflict, regional conflict and instability, and climate change, which put the species in 

danger of extinction. The latest population numbers from the IUCN Elephant Database 

now show that the total number of Definite and Probable elephants has dropped to 473,468, 

equating to a 63.57% decline since 1978 and evidencing a continued decline in elephant 

abundance.1 A Great Elephant Census is currently underway – conceptualized by 

Elephants Without Borders and in partnership with the Wildlife Conservation Society, The 

Nature Conservancy and other conservation organizations, researchers are conducting an 

aerial survey of 20 elephant range countries and plan to release the results of the survey in 

the summer of 2016.2 Some initial results from that survey are deeply concerning – for 

example, in Tanzania, once a haven for the world’s largest land animal, the elephant 

population in Tanzania has decreased 50-60% just since 2009.3 Thus, the best available 

science continues to demonstrate the African elephant’s dire plight.  

 

A. Habitat Loss and Modification 

 

The African elephant lost over 54% of its range between 1979-2007 (as documented in the 

Petition), and new scientific studies released in the last year confirm that habitat loss and 

modification continues to endanger the continued existence of the species. For example: 

 

 Kioko, J., V. Herbert, D. Mwetta, Y. Kilango, M. Murphy-Williams, and C. Kiffner. 

(2015). Environmental correlates of African elephant (Loxodonta Africana) 

distribution in Manyara Area, Tanzania. Annual Research and Review in biology, 5, 

147-154. 

o Noting that in the Tarangire Manyara ecosystem of Tanzania agriculture 

increased five-fold from 1984-2000 and confirming that elephants in that 

ecosystem are increasingly becoming constricted to protected areas and losing 

habitat to expanding farmland and urban areas, emphasizing the importance 

of protecting elephant corridors to reduce habitat fragmentation. 

 

                                                           
1 IUCN, Elephant Database: Continental Totals (2013), at 

http://www.elephantdatabase.org/preview_report/2013_africa_final/2013/Africa. See also CITES, 

African Elephants Still in Decline Due to High Levels of Poaching (March 3, 2016), at 

https://cites.org/eng/news/pr/african_elephants_still_in_decline_due_to_high_levels_of_poaching_030

32016. 
2 The Great Elephant Census – A Paul G. Allen Project, at http://www.greatelephantcensus.com/the-

census/.  
3 See Paul Steyn, Largest Wildlife Census in History Makes Waves in Conservation, National 

Geographic (Jan. 4, 2016), http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2016/01/160104-great-elephant-

census-vulcan-paul-allen-elephants-conservation/ (aerial census estimates 53% decline in Tanzania, 

from an estimated 109,000 in 2009 to 51,000 in 2015); Maraya Cornell, Why Are Most of Tanzania’s 

Elephants Disappearing?, National Geographic (June 12, 2015), at 

http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/06/150612-tanzania-environmental-investigation-agency-

mary-rice-elephants-poaching-cites-corruption/ (reporting that Tanzania’s own estimate is that its 

elephant population plummeted by more than 60% from 2009-2014).  

http://www.elephantdatabase.org/preview_report/2013_africa_final/2013/Africa
https://cites.org/eng/news/pr/african_elephants_still_in_decline_due_to_high_levels_of_poaching_03032016
https://cites.org/eng/news/pr/african_elephants_still_in_decline_due_to_high_levels_of_poaching_03032016
http://www.greatelephantcensus.com/the-census/
http://www.greatelephantcensus.com/the-census/
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2016/01/160104-great-elephant-census-vulcan-paul-allen-elephants-conservation/
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2016/01/160104-great-elephant-census-vulcan-paul-allen-elephants-conservation/
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/06/150612-tanzania-environmental-investigation-agency-mary-rice-elephants-poaching-cites-corruption/
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/06/150612-tanzania-environmental-investigation-agency-mary-rice-elephants-poaching-cites-corruption/
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 Okello, M. M., L. Kenana, D. Muteti, F. Warinwa, J. W. Kiringe, N. W. Sitati, H. 

Maliti, E. Kanga, H. Kija, S. Bakari, P. Muruthi, S. Ndambuki, N. Gichohi, D. 

Kimutai, and M. Mwita. (2015). The status of key large mammals in the Kenya – 

Tanzania borderland: a comparative analysis and conservation implications. 

International Journal of Biodiversity Conservation, 7, 267-276. 

o Discussing the impacts of severe drought on elephants and other mammals in 

northern Tanzania, noting that African elephants continue to be a species of 

conservation concern, with low values of population growth and highlighting 

the need to make dispersal from protected areas safer through improving 

community support for elephant conservation.  

 

 De Boer, W. F., J. W. A. Van Oort, M. Grover, and M. J. S. Peel. (2015). Elephant-

mediated habitat modifications and changes in herbivore species assemblages in 

Sabi Sand, South Africa. European Journal of Wildlife Resources, 61, 491-503. 

o Demonstrating the keystone nature of elephants and shows that reductions 

in elephant densities from poaching may trigger cascading impacts on the 

wider herbivore community structure, emphasizing the importance of 

preserving sufficient elephant habitat. 

 

 McKnight, B. L. (2015). Relationship between group dynamics and spatial 

distribution of African elephants in a semi-arid environment. African Journal of 

Ecology. doi: 10.1111/aje.12223.  

o Discussing elephant distribution in Tsavo East National Park, Kenya, noting 

that poaching is a factor in elephant distribution, in addition to ecological and 

other anthropogenic factors. 

 

 Mose, V. N., and D. Western. (2015). Spatial cluster analysis for large herbivore 

distributions: Amboseli ecosystem, Kenya. Ecological Informatics, 30, 203-206.  

o Confirming that “increased human activity across the ecosystem and around 

the national park, coupled with heavy poaching for ivory in the 1970s, 

compressed elephant populations into the safety of the national park”, 

thereby reducing the range of the species. 

 

B. Overutilization for Commercial, Recreational, or Scientific purposes 

 

Our Petition presented original analysis of the best available data on the trade in African 

elephant parts between 2003 through 2012, inclusive. This section includes an updated 

analysis of data for the years 2013 and 2014,4 obtained from the United Nations 

Environment Programme-World Conservation Monitoring Centre (UNEP-WCMC) 

Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora 

(CITES) Trade Database on May 6th, 2016. This updated data confirms the enormous role 

that the United States plays in the unsustainable global trade of African elephant parts – 

the U.S. accounts for 22% of all global net imports, importing an estimated 3,356 elephants 

of the total 15,189 African elephants imported globally in 2013 and 2014. This U.S. total 

includes an estimated 3,027 elephants killed for trophy imports by Americans and the 

commercial import of 302 elephant skins. The total amount of elephant ivory that is 

                                                           
4 Note that the year 2015 is not covered by these comments because the UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade 

Database is not yet updated with the latest figures for that year. 
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illegally imported into this country or traded internationally is not accounted for in this 

data; however, investigations reveal that ivory from recently-poached elephants continues 

to be sold in the U.S. at an alarming rate. Further, new science presented in this section 

confirms that poaching for the ivory trade and hunting for trophies both are completely 

unsustainable. Thus, the best available scientific and commercial data continues to 

demonstrate that African elephants are in danger of extinction from overutilization for 

commercial and recreational purposes. 

 

1) Net Imports5 from All Sources and for All Purposes (2013-2014) 

 

a. Estimated elephants in trade (all sources and all purposes) 

 

Global imports: Between 2013 and 2014, inclusive, the total number of African elephants 

reflected by the reported international trade (global net imports from all sources and for all 

purposes) is 15,189. The calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, net elephant product imports during 2013 and 2014 included 

34,167 kilograms (kg) (34.1 metric tons) of ivory.6 Using an average tusk weight of 6.66 kg 

per tusk,7 this represents an estimated 5,130 African elephants (calculation: 34,167 kg ÷ 

6.66 kg = 5,130).  

 

When this number of elephants is combined with imports without a measurable unit, 

including the global net 2013-2014 imports of tusks (3,843 tusks ÷ 2 = 1,921 elephants), 

trophies (1,945), bodies (16), live elephants (17), and skins (6,160), the total estimated 

number of African elephants imported in that time span is 15,189.8 (Calculation: 5,130 + 

1,921 + 1,945 + 16 + 17 + 6,160 = 15,189 estimated elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all African elephant specimens imported between 2013 and 2014 

(without a measurable unit), 94,154 specimens were documented as net imports. It is 

impossible to determine how many elephants may be represented by this figure, and 

therefore this number is not used in calculating the total (meaning that these estimates are 

necessarily conservative).  

                                                           
5 In the UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, the user is prompted to select one of the following 

report types: gross exports, gross imports, net exports or net imports. A net trade output first 

calculates a country’s gross (re-)exports and gross imports, and then gives the positive difference 

between the two values. This type of output aims to give an estimate of the actual number of items 

being traded. CITES Trade Database Guide. 
6 This figure was derived by adding up the weight figures (in grams and kg) for four types of 

specimens including ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and tusks, as reported in the UNEP-

WCMC CITES Trade Database when searching for “net imports” of all sources and all purposes. 

Other measurable units such as pairs, sets, or centimeters cannot be added to estimate numbers of 

elephants.  
7 Wasser S., et al., Combating Trans-National Organized Crime Using DNA Assignment of Poaching 

Hotspots (2009), available at http://isfg2013.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/06/Thu-P3-1505-S-Wasser-

M1.pdf (A study sponsored by U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, University of Washington Center for 

Conservation Biology, International Fund for Animal Welfare, and the U.S. National Institute for 

Justice.) 
8 Note that there is a one-to-one ratio between trophy imports, body imports, live imports, and skin 

imports and the number of elephants.  

http://isfg2013.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/06/Thu-P3-1505-S-Wasser-M1.pdf
http://isfg2013.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/06/Thu-P3-1505-S-Wasser-M1.pdf
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Table 1: Global Net Imports and Estimated Numbers of Elephants, All Sources 

and All Purposes (2013-2014) 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

94,154 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total of 

elephants) 

34,167 kg 

÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

= 5,130 

elephants 

3,843 (no 

unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 1,921 

elephants 

1,945 

trophies = 

1,945 

elephants 

16 

bodies = 

16 

elephant

s 

17 live = 

17 

elephant

s 

6,160 

skins = 

6,160 

elephants 

15,189 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, year range 2013-2014, all sources, all purposes.  

 

 

U.S. imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 2013 and 2014, 

inclusive, the total number of African elephants imported to the United States (net imports 

from all sources and for all purposes) is 3,356 or approximately 22% of all global net 

imports (15,189 African elephants) between 2013 and 2014. The calculations are detailed 

below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, net elephant product imports between 2013 and 2014 

included 8,031 kilograms (kg) (8.03 metric tons) of ivory. Using an average tusk weight of 

6.66 kg per tusk, this represents an estimated 1,206 African elephants (calculation: 8,031 

kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 1,206).  

 

When this number of elephants is combined with imports without a measurable unit, 

including the global net 2013-2014 imports of tusks (1,176 tusks ÷ 2 = 589 elephants), 

trophies (907), bodies (0), live elephants (4), and skins (650), the total estimated number of 

African elephants imported to U.S. in that time span is 3,348. (Calculation: 1,206 + 589 + 

907 + 0 + 4 + 650 = 3,356 estimated elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all African elephant specimens imported to the U.S. between 2013 

and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 34,157 specimens were documented as net imports. 

It is impossible to determine how many elephants may be represented by this figure, and 

therefore this number is not used in calculating the total. 

 

Table 1: United States Net Imports and Estimated Numbers of Elephants, All 

Sources and All Purposes (2013-2014) 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

34,157 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total 

elephants) 

8,031 kg 

÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

= 1,206 

elephants 

1,176 (no 

unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 589 

elephants 

907 

trophies = 

907 

elephants 

0 bodies 

= 0 

elephant

s 

4 live = 4 

elephant

s 

650 skins 

= 650 

elephants 

3,356 
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Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, year range 2013-2014, all sources, all purposes. Search filtered 

for U.S. 

 

2) Net Imports from Wild Sources and for All Purposes  

 

a. Estimated elephants in trade (wild-sourced and for all 

purposes) 

 

Global wild-sourced imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 

2013 and 2014 (inclusive) the total number of wild-sourced African elephants reflected by 

the reported international trade (global net imports from all sources and for all purposes) is 

13,748 or approximately 90% of all global net imports (15,189 African elephants) between 

2013 and 2014. The calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, net wild-sourced elephant product imports between 2013 and 

2014 included 29,708 kilograms (kg) (29.7 metric tons) of ivory. Using an average tusk 

weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents an estimated 4,461 African elephants 

(calculation: 29,708 kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 4,461).  

 

When this number of elephants is combined with imports without a measurable unit, 

including the global net 2013-2014 imports of tusks (2,633 tusks ÷ 2 = 1,317 elephants), 

trophies (1,906), bodies (16), live elephants (7), and skins (6,041), the total estimated 

number of wild-sourced African elephants in international trade in that time span is 

13,748. (Calculation: 4,461 + 1,317 + 1,906 + 16 + 7 + 6,041 = 13,748 estimated elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all wild-sourced African elephant specimens in trade between 2013 

and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 69,703 specimens were documented as net imports. 

It is impossible to determine how many elephants may be represented by this figure, and 

therefore this number is not used in calculating the total.  

 

Table 3: Global Net Wild-Sourced Imports and Estimated Numbers of Elephants, 

All Sources and All Purposes (2013-2014) 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

69,703 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total of 

elephants) 

29,708 kg 

÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

= 4,461 

elephants 

2,633 (no 

unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 1,317 

elephants 

1,906 

trophies = 

1,906 

elephants 

 16 

bodies = 

16 

elephant

s 

 7 live = 

7 

elephant

s 

6,041 

skins = 

6,041 

elephants 

13,748 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced, all purposes.  

 

U.S. wild-sourced imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 

2013 and 2014 (inclusive) the total number of wild-sourced African elephants imported to 

the United States (net imports from all sources and for all purposes) is 3,336 or 



8 

 

approximately 24% of global net imports of wild-sourced elephant parts (13,748 African 

elephants) between 2013 and 2014. The calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, net wild-sourced elephant product imports between 2013 and 

2014 included 8,018 kilograms (kg) (8.01 metric tons) of ivory. Using an average tusk 

weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents an estimated 1,204 African elephants 

(calculation: 8,018 kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 1,204).  

 

When this number of elephants is combined with imports without a measurable unit, 

including the global net 2013-2014 imports of tusks (1,151 tusks ÷ 2 = 576 elephants), 

trophies (902), bodies (0), live elephants (4), and skins (650), the total estimated number of 

African elephants imported to U.S. in that time span is 3,336. (Calculation: 1,204 + 576 + 

902 + 0 + 4 + 650 = 3,336 estimated elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all African elephant specimens imported to the U.S. between 2013 

and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 28,312 specimens were documented as net imports. 

It is impossible to determine how many elephants may be represented by this figure, and 

therefore this number is not used in calculating the total. 

 

Table 4: United States Net Imports and Estimated Numbers of Elephants, Wild-

Sourced and All Purposes (2013-2014) 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

28,312 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total 

elephants) 

8,018 kg 

÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

= 1,204 

elephants 

1,151 (no 

unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 576 

elephants 

902 

trophies = 

902 

elephants 

0 bodies 

= 0 

elephant

s 

4 live = 4 

elephant

s 

650 skins 

= 650 

elephants 

3,336 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced sources, all purposes. 

Search filtered for U.S. 

 

3) Top Three Purposes of International Trade in African Elephants 

 

In our initial February 2015 African elephant uplisting petition, the top three purposes of 

international trade identified were: commercial, hunting trophy, and personal. For the 

updated figures presented in these comments for the years 2013 and 2014, we provide new 

information only on these top three purposes.  Provided that the most critical information is 

on wild-sourced specimens, the updates on these three purposes reflect only wild-sourced 

trade. Together these three purposes account for an estimated 13,723 (5,249 commercial + 

6,295 hunting trophy + 2,179 personal) African elephants in global trade between 2013 and 

2014, or 90% of the total estimated African elephants in trade between 2013 and 2014 

inclusive (15,189). 
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a. Commercial Purpose 

 

i. Estimated elephants in trade (commercial purpose) 

 

Global commercial imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 

2013 and 2014 (inclusive) the total number of wild-sourced African elephants reflected by 

the reported commercial international trade (global net wild-sourced imports for 

commercial purposes) is 5,249. The calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, net commercial imports of wild-sourced elephant product 

during the 2013-2014 year span included no ivory (by weight) but did include 9 tusks or 

approximately 5 elephants (9 ÷ 2 = 4.5). In addition, other products representing a whole 

elephant were also imported for commercial purposes, including trophies (45), live 

elephants (1), and skins (5,198). Therefore the total estimated number of wild-sourced 

African elephants imported for commercial purposes in that time span was 5,249. 

(Calculation: 5+ 45 + 1 + 5,198 = 5,249 estimated elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all wild-sourced African elephant specimens imported for commercial 

purposes between 2013 and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 43,397 specimens were 

documented as net imports. It is impossible to determine how many elephants may be 

represented by this figure, and therefore this number is not used in calculating the total.  

 

Table 5: Global Net Commercial Imports and Estimated Numbers of Elephants, 

Wild-Sourced (2013-2014) 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

43,397 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total of 

elephants) 

0 kg ÷ 

6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

=  0 

elephants 

9 (no unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 5 elephants 

45 

trophies =  

45 

elephants 

0  bodies 

=  0 

elephant

s 

  1 live =  

1 

elephant 

5,198 

skins =  

5,198 

elephants 

5,249 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, T-Commercial purpose, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced.  

 

U.S. commercial imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 2013 

and 2014, inclusive, the total number of wild-sourced African elephants reflected by the 

reported U.S. commercial net imports is 303 or 5.8% of the global net imports. The 

calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, net U.S. commercial imports of wild-sourced elephant 

products during the 2013-2014 year span included no ivory (by weight) but did include 2 

tusks or 1 elephant (2 ÷ 2 = 1). In addition, 302 skins were also imported to the U.S. for 

commercial purposes. Therefore the total estimated number of wild-sourced African 

elephants imported to the U.S. for commercial purposes is 303. (Calculation: 1 + 302 = 303 

estimated elephants).  
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Moreover, in terms of all wild-sourced African elephant specimens imported to the U.S. for 

commercial purposes between 2013 and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 17,022 

specimens were documented as net imports. It is impossible to determine how many 

elephants may be represented by this figure, and therefore this number is not used in 

calculating the total.  

 

Table 6: United States Net Commercial Imports and Estimated Numbers of 

Elephants, Wild-Sourced (2013-2014) 
 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

17,022 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total of 

elephants) 

0 kg ÷ 

6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

= 0 

elephants 

2 (no unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 1 elephants 

0 trophies 

=  0 

elephants 

 0 bodies 

=  0 

elephant

s 

  0 live = 

0 

elephant

s 

302 skins 

=  302 

elephants 

303 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, T-Commercial purpose, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced. 

Search filtered for U.S. 

  

                            ii. Global and U.S. imports of African elephant skins 

 

As articulated in our 2015 African elephant uplisting petition, one major category of global 

imports are African elephant skins, skin pieces, unidentified products made of skin leather 

(small and large), and other leather products such as shoes. This section offers updated 

figures on global and U.S. imports of elephant skin products between 2013 and 2014, 

inclusive.  

 

According to the CITES Trade Database, global net wild-sourced imports included 6,160 

skins between 2013 and 2014. CITES defines each “skin” as a “substantially whole skin” 

and this equates to 6,041 elephants supplying this number of skins. This impact on 

elephants part of the skin trade does not include the additional elephants killed to supply 

other skin-type imports over these two years: skins by kilogram (40,000kg), skins by meters 

squared (76m2), skin pieces (12,808), large leather products (536), small leather products 

(13,769), small leather products by kilograms (65kg), small leather products by meters 

squared (4,576m2), and small leather products by grams (3 grams).  

 

Of this trade, the U.S. net imports included 650 skins (302 of which were imported for 

commercial purposes). If each skin imported is a whole skin, this equates to 650 elephants 

supplying this number of skins. Again, this impact on elephants part of the skin trade does 

not include the additional elephants killed to supply the other skin-type of imports to the 

U.S. over the two year period: skin pieces (9,616), large leather products (411), small 

leather products (6,963), and small leather products by meters squared (309m2). See 

Appendix for more detail.  
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b. Hunting Trophy Purpose 

 

i. Estimated elephants in trade (hunting trophy purpose) 

 

Global hunting trophy imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that 

between 2013 and 2014 (inclusive) the total number of African elephants reflected by the 

reported global wild-sourced net imports for hunting trophy purpose is 6,295. The 

calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, global wild-sourced net elephant product imports during the 

2013-2014 year span included 16,369 kilograms (kg) (16.4 metric tons) of ivory. Using an 

average tusk weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents an estimated 2,457 African 

elephants (calculation: 16,369 kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 2,457).  

 

When this number of elephants is combined with global wild-sourced imports without a 

measurable unit, including the global net 2013-2014 imports of tusks (2,563) (2,563 tusks ÷ 

2 = 1,282 elephants), trophies (1,664), bodies (7), live elephants (0), and skins (885), the 

total estimated number of African elephants represented by global net imports for hunting 

trophy purpose is 6,295. (Calculation: 2,457 + 1,282 + 1,664 + 7 + 885 = 6,295 estimated 

elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all African elephant specimens imported globally for trophy hunting 

purposes between 2013 and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 13,461 specimens were 

documented as net imports. It is impossible to determine how many elephants may be 

represented by this figure, and therefore this number is not used in calculating the total.  

 

Table 7: Global Net Hunting Trophy Imports and Estimated Numbers of 

Elephants, Wild-Sourced (2013-2014) 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

13,461 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total of 

elephants) 

16,369 kg 

÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

=  2,457 

elephants 

2,563 (no 

unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 1,282 

elephants 

1,664 

trophies =  

1,664 

elephants 

 7 bodies 

=  7 

elephant

s 

0  live =  

0 

elephant

s 

885 skins 

=  885 

elephants 

 

6,295 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, H-Hunting trophy purpose, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced.  

 

U.S. hunting trophy imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 

2013 and 2014 (inclusive) the total number of African elephants reflected by the reported 

wild-sourced U.S. net imports for hunting trophy purpose is 3,027 or approximately 48% of 

global net imports for trophy hunting purpose (6,295). The calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, wild-sourced U.S. net imports of elephant products for trophy 

hunting purpose between 2013 and 2014 included 7,973 kilograms (kg) (7.9 metric tons) of 

ivory. Using an average tusk weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents an estimated 1,197 

African elephants (calculation: 7,973 kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 1,197).  
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When this number of elephants is combined with wild-sourced U.S. trophy hunting purpose 

imports without a measurable unit, including the net 2013-2014 imports of tusks (1,139) 

(1,139 tusks ÷ 2 = 570 elephants), trophies (813), bodies (0), live elephants (0), and skins 

(447) , the total estimated number of African elephants represented by U.S. net imports for 

hunting trophy purpose is 3,027. (Calculation: 1,197 + 570 + 813+ 447 = 3,027 estimated 

elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all wild-sourced African elephant specimens imported to the U.S. for 

trophy hunting purposes between 2013 and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 6,578 

specimens were documented as net imports. It is impossible to determine how many 

elephants may be represented by this figure, and therefore this number is not used in 

calculating the total. 

 

Table 8: United States Net Hunting Trophy Imports and Estimated Numbers of 

Elephants, Wild-Sourced (2013-2014) 
 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

6,578 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total of 

elephants) 

7,973 kg 

÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

=  1,197 

elephants 

1,139 (no 

unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 570 

elephants 

813 

trophies = 

813 

elephants 

  0 

bodies =  

0 

elephant

s 

0  live =  

0 

elephant

s 

447 skins 

=  447 

elephants 

3,027 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, H-Hunting trophy purpose, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced. 

Search filtered for U.S. 

 

c.  Personal Purpose 

 

i. Estimated elephants in trade (personal purpose) 

 

Global personal imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 2013 

and 2014 (inclusive) the total number of African elephants reflected by the reported global 

wild-sourced net imports for personal purpose is 2,179. The calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, global wild-sourced net elephant product imports for personal 

purpose during the 2013-2014 year span included 11,474 kilograms (kg) (11.4 metric tons) 

of ivory. Using an average tusk weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents an estimated 

1,723 African elephants (calculation: 11,474 kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 1,723).  

 

When this number of elephants is combined with global wild-sourced imports for personal 

purpose without a measurable unit, including the global net 2013-2014 imports of tusks 

(94) (94 tusks ÷ 2 = 47 elephants), trophies (276), bodies (8), live elephants (0), and skins 

(125) , the total estimated number of African elephants represented by global net imports 

for hunting trophy purpose is 2,179. (Calculation: 1,723 + 47 + 276 + 8 + 125 = 2,179 

estimated elephants).  
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Moreover, in terms of all African elephant specimens imported globally for personal 

purposes between 2013 and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 7,594 specimens were 

documented as net imports. It is impossible to determine how many elephants may be 

represented by this figure, and therefore this number is not used in calculating the total.  

 

Table 9: Global Net Personal Purpose Imports and Estimated Numbers of 

Elephants, Wild-Sourced (2013-2014) 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

7,594 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total of 

elephants) 

11,474 kg 

÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

=  1,723 

elephants 

94 (no unit) ÷ 

2 (number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 47 

elephants 

276 

trophies = 

276  

elephants 

  8 

bodies =  

8 

elephant

s 

 0 live = 

0 

elephant

s 

125 skins 

=  125 

elephants 

2,179 

 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, P-Personal purpose, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced.  

 

U.S. personal imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 2013 

and 2014 (inclusive) the total number of African elephants reflected by the reported U.S. 

wild-sourced net imports for personal purpose is 147 or approximately 6.7% of all net 

African elephant wild-sourced imports for personal purpose (2,179). The calculations are 

detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, U.S. wild-sourced net elephant product imports for personal 

purpose during the 2013-2014 year span included 30 kilograms (kg) of ivory. Using an 

average tusk weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents an estimated 5African elephants 

(calculation: 30 kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 5).  

 

When this number of elephants is combined with global wild-sourced imports for personal 

purpose without a measurable unit, including the global net 2013-2014 imports of tusks 

(12) (12 tusks ÷ 2 = 6 elephants), trophies (96), bodies (0), live elephants (0), and skins (40) , 

the total estimated number of African elephants represented by global net imports for 

hunting trophy purpose is 147. (Calculation: 5 + 6 + 96 + 40 = 147 estimated elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all African elephant specimens imported to the U.S. for personal 

purposes between 2013 and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 2,711 specimens were 

documented as net imports. It is impossible to determine how many elephants may be 

represented by this figure, and therefore this number is not used in calculating the total.  

 

Table 10: United States Net Personal Purpose Imports and Estimated Numbers of 

Elephants, Wild-Sourced (2013-2014) 
 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

2,711 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

30 kg ÷ 

6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

12 (no unit) ÷ 

2 (number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

96 

trophies =  

96 

elephants 

 0 bodies 

=  0 

elephant

s 

  0 live = 

0  

elephant

s 

40 skins = 

40 

elephants 

147 
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total of 

elephants) 

per tusk) 

= 5 

elephants 

= 6 elephants 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, P-Personal purpose, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced. Search 

filtered for U.S. 

 

 

4) Global Exporters of African Elephant Specimens (2013-2014) 

 

As identified in our 2015 uplisting petition for the African elephant, there are thirty-

seven African elephant range States.9 They are as follows: Angola, Benin, Botswana, 

Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Republic of Congo, 

Democratic, Republic of the Congo, Côte d'Ivoire, Equatorial Guinea, Eritrea, Ethiopia, 

Gabon, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea Bissau, Kenya, Liberia, Malawi, Mali, Mozambique, 

Namibia, Niger, le Nigeria, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, South Africa, 

Sudan, Swaziland, United Republic of Tanzania, Togo, Uganda, Zambia, and Zimbabwe. 

 

Evaluating the scale of global exports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens 

between 2013 and 2014 (inclusive) reveals that the top three exporters of wild-sourced 

African elephant specimens for all purposes were Zimbabwe, South Africa, and 

Botswana. Zimbabwe exported an estimated 8,122 wild-sourced African elephants 

between 2013 and 2014 for all purposes. South Africa exported an estimated 3,485 wild-

sourced African elephants between 2013 and 2014 for all purposes. Botswana exported 

an estimated 1,160 wild-sourced African elephants between 2013 and 2014 for all 

purposes. Other top exporters and breakdown by type of specimen exported can be found 

in Table 11 below.10 

 

Table 11: Global Net Exports of African Elephant Bodies, Skins, Trophies, Tusk 

Pairs, and Live Animals; All Sources and Purposes (2013-2014) 
 

 

Bodies Trophies Skins Live 

Tusk 

Pairs 

Elephants 

Represented by 

Ivory KGs 

TOTAL 

ESTIMATED 

ELEPHANTS 

Zimbabwe 4 542 3048 

 

361 4167 8122 

South Africa 9 483 2815 

 

178 

 

3485 

Botswana  535 107 

 

518 

 

1160 

Singapore  

    

277 277 

Namibia 

 

111 2 6 111 

 

230 

Mozambique  76 8 

 

100 9 193 

Tanzania 3 86 13 

 

32 

 

134 

Cameroon  38 

  

6 

 

44 

                                                           
9 CITES, African Elephant Action Plan, CITES COP15 INF. 68 (2010) available at 

http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/e15i_68.pdf.  
10 Note that total net exports reported in the UNEP-WCMC CITES Database may add up to a 

different total than total net imports due to reporting differences between various countries, 

potential errors in reporting, and poor reporting by countries to the UNEP-WCMC.  

http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/e15i_68.pdf
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Bodies Trophies Skins Live 

Tusk 

Pairs 

Elephants 

Represented by 

Ivory KGs 

TOTAL 

ESTIMATED 

ELEPHANTS 

Zambia 

 

18 14 

 

10 

 

42 

Italy 

  

20 

 

0 

 

20 

Sweden 

 

17 

  

0 

 

17 

Denmark 

  

11 

 

0 

 

11 

Kenya 

     

7 7 

Colombia 

    

2 

 

2 

France 

  

1 

 

0 

 

1 

New Zealand  

   

1 

 

1 

Switzerland  

  

1 0 

 

1 

United Arab  

Emirates 

 

 

 

 

  

1 

 

1 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: net exports, Loxodonta africana, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced. Search filtered 

for bodies, trophies, skins, live animals, tusks (no unit value), as well as ivory 

carvings/pieces/scraps/tusks (by grams and kilograms). 

 

5) Legal Ivory Trade Provides Cover for Illegal Trade 

As described above, in terms of measurable units, in 2013 and 2014 alone, over 34 metric 

tons of ivory were legally traded internationally, representing an estimated 5,130 African 

elephants. While the U.S. has long prohibited the commercial import of ivory, the lack of 

regulation of interstate commerce in ivory and the rampant domestic trade in ivory provide 

cover for a burgeoning black market in ivory from recently poached elephants. Indeed, the 

Service has recently acknowledged that “Legal sales of ivory, including within domestic 

markets, are likely to increase the risk to elephant populations and local communities, as 

domestic ivory markets, whether in range, transit, or consumer countries, create a 

significant opportunity for the laundering of illegal ivory under the guise of legality.”11 

Together with the data presented in our 2015 petition, several new studies and 

investigations of the ivory trade in the U.S. show that the U.S. trade in ivory from recently-

poached elephants remains strong and show that existing restrictions are inadequate to 

ensure that trade is limited to ivory from elephants killed before a date certain. Thus, the 

U.S. plays a direct role in the overutilization of this species for commercial and recreational 

purposes, endangering the continued existence of this majestic species. 

 

A 2014 survey of California’s ivory markets commissioned by the Natural Resources 

Defense Council found more than “1,250 ivory items offered for sale by 107 vendors […] In 

Los Angeles, between 77% and 90% of the ivory seen was likely illegal under California law 

(i.e., post-1977) and between 47% and 60% could have been illegal under federal law. In San 

Francisco, approximately 80% of the ivory was likely illegal under California law and 52% 

could have been illegal under federal law. There is a much higher incidence of what appears 

to be ivory of recent manufacture in California, roughly doubling from approximately 25% 

                                                           
11 U.S. Submission to CITES, Actions to Combat Wildlife Trafficking (2016), at 

https://www.fws.gov/international/cites/cop17/ussubmissions/combating_wildlife_trafficking.pdf.  

https://www.fws.gov/international/cites/cop17/ussubmissions/combating_wildlife_trafficking.pdf
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in 2006 to about half in 2014. In addition, many of the ivory items seen for sale in 

California advertised as antiques (i.e., more than 100 years old) appear to be more likely 

from recently killed elephants.”12 

 

A 2015 investigation of ivory and related wildlife sales on the popular classified advertising 

platform Craigslist.org found 615 items (540 of which were ivory or suspected to be ivory) 

with a combined list price of nearly $1.5 million, on just 28 of the platform’s 420 individual 

city sites. In this study (from IFAW and the Wildlife Conservation Society) investigators 

found that only 21 of the 615 items were offered with any documentation on age or 

provenance.13  

 

A 2016 “snapshot” survey of the online trade in Hawaii documented a thriving market “for 

elephant ivory and related wildlife products, including walrus tusks, whale teeth and bone, 

mammoth ivory, and hippopotamus teeth. [Investigators] found a total of 4,661 products in 

stock or for sale, with an overall value of more than $1.22 million, over a six-day period. 

The vast majority of this inventory (85.5%) was elephant ivory. Few of these retailers 

provided any evidence that their wares had been legally imported into the state.”14 

 

A 2016 undercover investigation by The Humane Society of the United States in Hawaii 

revealed numerous retailers offering advice or assistance with circumventing international 

border controls, enabling purchasers to smuggle ivory overseas.15 

 

In addition to these investigations and surveys, there have been several high-profile 

enforcement actions for ivory smuggling into or out of the U.S. since we filed the Petition. 

For example: 

 In March 2015 a Canadian antiques dealer was sentenced to 30 months in jail for 

smuggling elephant ivory, rhino horn, and coral into the U.S.16 

 In May 2015 Federal prosecutors charged a Massachusetts woman with crimes 

related to conspiring to smuggle $700,000 worth of wildlife products –including ivory 

–to China.17 

                                                           
12 Stiles, Dan. Elephant Ivory Trafficking in California, USA. Natural Resources Defense Council, 

2014. Available at: https://www.nrdc.org/sites/default/files/wil_15010601a.pdf  
13 LaFontaine, Peter. Elephant Vs. Mouse: An Investigation of the Ivory Trade on Craigslist. 

International Fund for Animal Welfare/Wildlife Conservation Society, 2015. 

http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-craigslist-ivory-report-2015.pdf.  
14 LaFontaine, et al. An Investigation of Hawaii’s Online Ivory Trade. International Fund for Animal 

Welfare/Wildlife Conservation Society/Natural Resources Defense Council/Humane Society 

International, 2016. http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-2016-Hawaii-Market-Report.pdf.  
15 Humane Society of the United States. “Undercover Investigation Reveals Hawaii a Haven for 

Illegal Ivory.” 3 March 2016. Web.  

http://www.humanesociety.org/news/press_releases/2016/03/hawaii-ivory-undercover-investigation-

030316.html.  
16 US Department of Justice. Press release: “Canadian Antiques Dealer Sentenced In Manhattan 

Federal Court To 30 Months In Prison For Smuggling Rhinoceros Horns, Elephant Ivory, And 

Coral.” 25 March 2015. Web. https://www.justice.gov/usao-sdny/pr/canadian-antiques-dealer-

sentenced-manhattan-federal-court-30-months-prison-smuggling-0.  
17 Convey, Eric. “Concord Business Owner Charged with Smuggling Ivory, Rhinoceros Horns from 

U.S. to China.” Boston Business Journal. 5 May 2015. Web. 

http://www.bizjournals.com/boston/news/2015/05/05/concord-business-owner-charged-with-

https://www.nrdc.org/sites/default/files/wil_15010601a.pdf
http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-craigslist-ivory-report-2015.pdf
http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-2016-Hawaii-Market-Report.pdf
http://www.humanesociety.org/news/press_releases/2016/03/hawaii-ivory-undercover-investigation-030316.html
http://www.humanesociety.org/news/press_releases/2016/03/hawaii-ivory-undercover-investigation-030316.html
https://www.justice.gov/usao-sdny/pr/canadian-antiques-dealer-sentenced-manhattan-federal-court-30-months-prison-smuggling-0
https://www.justice.gov/usao-sdny/pr/canadian-antiques-dealer-sentenced-manhattan-federal-court-30-months-prison-smuggling-0
http://www.bizjournals.com/boston/news/2015/05/05/concord-business-owner-charged-with-smuggling.html
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 In March 2016 a senior official at the prestigious I.M. Chait Auctioneers pled guilty 

to two wildlife trafficking-related charges. Joseph Chait falsified documents for $1 

million worth of shipments of ivory and similar products to China, Hong Kong, and 

elsewhere.18 

 In February 2016 a New York antiques dealer pled guilty to smuggling $141,000 

worth of elephant tusks into the U.S. from Canada. He is also being charged with 

additional counts of smuggling items including ivory tusks and related wildlife 

products worth $350,000.19 

 In March 2016, a Minnesota college professor operating through an online business 

called Crouching Dragon Antiques was fined $500,000 for smuggling elephant ivory 

from the United States to China. The illegal items he smuggled into and out of the 

United States were worth as much as $1.5 million dollars.20  

 

Experts agree that the legal trade of ivory makes it nearly impossible to stop illegal ivory 

trade (especially due to corruption in the range state governments overseeing exports to 

legal markets and because the financial incentives for poaching generally outweigh 

financial or punitive disincentives), and recommend prohibiting all ivory trade.21  

6) Poaching Continues to Decimate the Species 

According to the Secretariat for the CITES in 2014, “poaching numbers in Africa remain 

at levels that are unsustainable, with mortality exceeding the natural birth rate, 

resulting in an ongoing decline in African Elephant numbers.”22 Sadly, this trend has 

continued.  

 

Wasser et al used genetic analysis of seized ivory to identify major hotspots for ivory 

poaching. The authors found that more than 85% of the forest elephant ivory seized 

between 2006 and 2014 originated from elephants in the central African Tridom 

protected ecosystem that spans northeastern Gabon, northwestern Republic of Congo 

and southeastern Cameroon, and the adjacent reserve in southwestern Central African 

Republic. More than 85% of the savanna elephant ivory seized between 2006 and 2014 

was traced to East Africa, mainly from the Selous Game Reserve in southeastern 

Tanzania and the Niassa Reserve in adjacent northern Mozambique (although in 2011 

the poaching appeared to shift north toward the Ruaha National Park and Rungwa 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
smuggling.html. 
18 M.A.D. Staff. “Chait Pleads Guilty in Federal Court.” Maine Antiques Digest. 3 May 2016. Web. 

http://www.maineantiquedigest.com/stories/chait-pleads-guilty-in-federal-court/5671.  
19 Bale, Rachel. “U.S. Antiques Dealer Pleads Guilty to Smuggling Ivory.” National Geographic. 18 

February 2016. Web. http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2016/02/160218-US-ivory-wildlife-

trafficking-smuggling/.  
20 Reuters, Ex-Minnesota College Profession Fined $500,000 for Smuggling Ivory (May 9, 2016), at 

http://www.reuters.com/article/us-minnesota-ivory-idUSKCN0Y02N5.  
21 See  Bennett, E. L. (2015). Legal ivory trade in a corrupt world and its impact on African elephant 

populations. Conservation Biology, 29, 54-60; Smith, R. J., D. Biggs, F. A. V. St. John, M. Sas-Rolfes, 

and R. Barrington. (2015). Elephant conservation and corruption beyond the ivory trade. 

Conservation Biology, 29, 953-956. 
22 CITES, Elephant Conservation, Illegal Killing, and Ivory Trade. (2014). 10. Available at 

http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf.   

http://www.bizjournals.com/boston/news/2015/05/05/concord-business-owner-charged-with-smuggling.html
http://www.maineantiquedigest.com/stories/chait-pleads-guilty-in-federal-court/5671
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2016/02/160218-US-ivory-wildlife-trafficking-smuggling/
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2016/02/160218-US-ivory-wildlife-trafficking-smuggling/
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-minnesota-ivory-idUSKCN0Y02N5
http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf


18 

 

Game Reserve in Tanzania and into Kenya).23 

 

Breuer et al found that poaching has “devastated forest elephant populations” in 

equatorial Africa – for example, in Garamba National Park, in just over two months in 

2014 poachers killed 68 elephants using helicopters, grenades, and chainsaws.24 In 

October 2015 alone, poachers killed at least 62 elephants by cyanide poisoning in 

Hwange National Park in Zimbabwe.25 In Zambia, Nyirenda et al evaluated the trends 

and patterns in elephant poaching and concluded that “[t]he resurgence in African 

elephant (Loxodonta africana) poaching for ivory and bushmeat threatens the 

persistence of elephant populations, continent wide.”26 In Mozambique, Booth et al 

estimated that poachers killed about 900 elephants from 2007-2010 and 1,000 elephants 

in 2011 just in one protected area (Niassa Reserve), which is far more than the numbers 

reported in the CITES MIKE database.27 

 

Therefore, the evidence that has emerged since we filed the Petition confirms that African 

elephants are in danger of extinction due to poaching (primarily for the international ivory 

trade) and that the existence of a legal market for ivory in the U.S. fuels additional 

poaching and trafficking of ivory. 

 

7) Trophy Hunting is Unsustainable and Endangers African Elephants 

 

Despite these enormous threats to the species’ survival, African elephants continue to be 

recreationally hunted for trophies, primarily by wealthy Americans seeking to hang tusks 

on their walls and win prizes from Safari Club International.28 The U.S. is by far the 

leading importer of African elephant parts as hunting trophies. According to the original 

analysis of trade data presented in our Petition, from 2003-2012, trophies of at least 7,500 

African elephants were imported into the U.S.29 Based on the data from 2013-2014, as the 

                                                           
23 Wasser, S. K., L. Brown, C. Mailand, S. Mondol, W. Clark, C. Laurie, and B. S. Weir. (2015). 

Genetic assignment of large seizures of elephant ivory reveals Africa’s major poaching hotspots. 

Science, 349, 84-87. 
24 Breuer, T., F. Maisels, and V. Fishlock. (2016). The consequences of poaching and anthropogenic 

change for forest elephants. Conservation Biology DOI: 10.1111/cobi.12679. Article first published 

online: 7 APR 2016; Hance, J. (2015). Poaching onslaught in Garamba National Park: wildlife 

conservation. Environmental Management, Mar/Apr, 24-25. Retrieved from 

http://reference.sabinet.co.za/sa_epublication_article/nm_enviro_mar_apr_2015_a13 
25 The Guardian, Another 22 Elephants Poisoned with Cyanide in Zimbabwe Reserve (Oct. 26, 2015), 

at http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/oct/26/22-more-elephants-poisoned-cyanide-zimbabwe-

reserve. 
26 Nyirenda, V. R., P. A. Lindsey, E. Phiri, I. Stevenson, C. Chomba, N. Namukonde, W. J. Myburgh, 

and B. K. Reilly. (2015). Trends in Illegal Killing of African Elephants (Loxodonta africana) in the 

Luangwa and Zambezi Ecosystems of Zambia. Environment and Natural Resources Research.  
27 Booth, V. R., and K. M. Dunham. (2016). Elephant poaching in Niassa Reserve, Mozambique: 

population impact revealed by combined survey trends for live elephants and carcasses. Oryx 50, 94-

103. 
28 See HSI, Trophy Madness: Elite Hunters, Animal Trophies and Safari Club International’s 

Hunting Awards (Sept. 2015), available at http://blog.humanesociety.org/wp-

content/uploads/2015/09/TROPHY-MADNESS_FINAL.pdf.   
29 Notably, this estimate did not include elephant skins imported as hunting trophies, and thus is a 

http://reference.sabinet.co.za/sa_epublication_article/nm_enviro_mar_apr_2015_a13
http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/oct/26/22-more-elephants-poisoned-cyanide-zimbabwe-reserve
http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/oct/26/22-more-elephants-poisoned-cyanide-zimbabwe-reserve
http://blog.humanesociety.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/09/TROPHY-MADNESS_FINAL.pdf
http://blog.humanesociety.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/09/TROPHY-MADNESS_FINAL.pdf
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poaching crisis continued unabated, American hunters killed record-high numbers of 

elephants for trophy imports (importing trophies from an estimated 3,027 African 

elephants, amounting to 48% of global net imports for trophy hunting purpose).30   

 

Trophy hunters routinely target the biggest and strongest males, but removing these 

animals from the breeding pool unnaturally selects for smaller and weaker animals.31 By 

removing large bull elephants from the population, trophy hunting can decrease genetic 

variation, shift the population structure, decrease population density, and cause unnatural 

evolutionary impacts (such as increasing the occurrence of mature elephants with no 

tusks).32 Further, a new study demonstrates that when trophy hunting is sanctioned, 

poaching activity increases, likely due to the perception that species authorized for hunting 

are of diminished value and the perception that legal killing increases the acceptability of 

poaching.33 

 

This undermines elephant conservation, as explained in a recent scientific study, because 

range states may be setting unsustainably high hunting quotas: in the Greater 

Mapungubwe Transfrontier Conservation Area (managed by South Africa, Zimbabwe, and 

Botswana) scientists found that, in contrast to current hunting allowances, “only a small 

number of bulls (<10/year) could be hunted sustainably. At current rates of hunting, under 

average ecological conditions, trophy bulls will disappear from the population in less than 

10 years.”34  

 

Another study reviewed the functioning of Zambia’s protected areas and game management 

areas (GMAs), where trophy hunting occurs.35 The authors found numerous problems that 

pertain to management of trophy hunting in GMAs including: uncontrolled human 

immigration and open access to wildlife; the Zambia Wildlife Authority (ZAWA) retains 

most of income derived from trophy hunting, little of this income goes to people living in 

GMAs with affluent community members benefiting most, and there are frequent financial 

irregularities associated with the distribution of this income; scouts employed in anti-

poaching in GMAs are poorly and irregularly paid, insufficiently trained and equipped, and 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
conservative estimate. 
30 This estimate does include 447 elephant skins imported as hunting trophies from 2013-2014. Thus, 

the average number of elephant trophies (not including skins) imported per year from 2003-2012 was 

750, but in 2013-2014, the average number of elephant trophies (not including skins) imported per 

year was 1,290 (calculation: 3,027 – 447 = 2580 ÷ 2 = 1290). 
31 Fred Allendorf & Jeffrey Hard, Human-Induced Evolution Caused by Unnatural Selection through 

Harvest of Wild Animals, 106 Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 9987-94 (2009). 
32 Hugo Jachmann et al., Tusklessness in African Elephants: A Future Trend, 33 African Journal of 

Ecology, 230-35 (1995); William-Georges Crosmary et al., Does trophy hunting matter to long-term 

population trends in African herbivores of different dietary guilds?, 18 Animal Conservation, 117-30 

(2015). 
33 Chapron G, Treves A. 2016. Blood does not buy goodwill: allowing culling increases poaching of a 

large carnivore.Proc. R. Soc. B 283: 20152939. http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2015.2939 
34 S. Selier et al. (2014), Sustainability of elephant hunting across international borders in southern 

Africa: A case study of the greater Mapungubwe Transfrontier Conservation Area. The Journal of 

Wildlife Management, 78: 122–132. 
35 Lindsey, P. A., Nyirenda, V. R., Barnes, J. I., Becker, M. S., McRobb, R., Tambling, C. J., ... & 

t’Sas-Rolfes, M. (2014). Underperformance of African Protected Area Networks and the Case for New 

Conservation Models: Insights from Zambia. PloS one, 9(5), e94109. 
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inadequate in number; ZAWA is poorly funded, has an inadequate number of staff to 

protect elephants against poaching, has increased hunting quotas to unsustainable levels in 

GMAs in order to raise money (the authors state that ZAWA ‘are sometimes forced to make 

decisions to achieve financial survival at the expense of the wildlife they are mandated to 

conserve’), establishes trophy quotas arbitrarily, and does not monitor wildlife populations 

or trophies; and hunting concession agreements are not effectively enforced and 

unscrupulous concession operators are not adequately punished. The authors blame these 

many failures for the low numbers and diversity of wildlife, including elephants.  

 

The Service itself has already found that elephant trophy hunting in Zimbabwe does not 

benefit the conservation of elephants there: 

 

“based on the information currently available to the Service on government 

efforts to manage elephant populations, efforts to address human-elephant 

conflicts and poaching, and the state of the hunting program within the 

country, and without current data on population numbers and trends being 

incorporated into a national management strategy or plan, the Service is 

unable to make a finding that sport-hunting in Zimbabwe is enhancing the 

survival of the species…”36 

 

Similarly, the Service has found that elephant trophy hunting in Tanzania is not 

sustainable because questionable management practices, a lack of effective law 

enforcement, and weak governance have resulted in uncontrolled poaching and catastrophic 

elephant population declines in Tanzania.37 The Service has previously rejected attempts to 

import trophies from Zambia due to similar concerns of mismanagement including 

inconsistencies in reported elephant population estimates, failure to comply with 

monitoring requirements, absence of government funding for elephant protection, and lack 

of effective anti-poaching measures.38 Further, it does not appear that the Service has made 

enhancement findings for elephant trophy imports from either Mozambique or Cameroon. 

 

Not only is there significant concern regarding the sustainability of African elephant trophy 

hunting, but also the notion that trophy hunting supports local communities to the benefit 

of wildlife conservation is largely unsupported.  According to an IUCN analysis from 2009,39 

big-game hunting only provided one job for every 10,000 inhabitants in the area studied,40 

and many of these jobs were temporary seasonal positions like opening the trails at the 

                                                           
36 80 Fed. Reg. 42524 (July 17, 2015).  See also 79 Fed. Reg. 44459 (July 31, 2014) (“Without 

management plans with specific goals and actions that are measurable and reports on the progress 

of meeting these goals, the Service cannot determine if…Zimbabwe is implementing, on a national 

scale, appropriate management measures for its elephant populations.”); 79 Fed. Reg. 26986 (May 

12, 2014); http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-March-2015-elephant-

Zimbabwe.pdf; http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-July-2014-elephant-

Zimbabwe.pdf.  
37 See Safari Club Int’l v. Jewell, 76 F.Supp.3d 198  (D.D.C. 2014).   
38 See Marcum v. Salazar, 810 F.Supp.2d 56, 63 (D.D.C. 2011); Marcum v. Salazar, 694 F.3d 123 

(D.C.Cir. 2012). 
39 IUCN. (2009). Programme Afrique Centrale et Occidentale. Big Game Hunting in West Africa. 

What is its contribution to conservation? 
40 South Africa, Namibia, Tanzania, Botswana, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Burkina, and 

Benin. 

http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-March-2015-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-March-2015-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-July-2014-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-July-2014-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf
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start of the hunting season. Trophy hunting fails to create a significant number of 

permanent jobs, but ecotourism offers a possible solution. Consider the Okavango in 

Botswana where, as of 2009, a safari ecotourism tourism park provided 39 times the 

number of jobs than would big-game hunting on an area of equal size. Another example is 

the Luangwa National Park in Zambia, which produced twice the number of jobs provided 

by Benin and Burkina Faso’s trophy hunting sector combined in 2007. The IUCN also found 

that Africa’s 11 main big-game hunting countries only contributed an average of 0.6% to the 

national GDP as of 2009. Of this marginal profit, studies suggest that as little as 3-5% of 

trophy hunting revenues are actually shared with local communities.41,42 

 

Therefore, any proposed import of African elephant trophies must be strictly scrutinized to 

determine whether the hunt actually enhanced the survival of the species, as would be 

required under an endangered listing. The ESA permitting process is essential to ensure 

that trophy imports are analyzed under the enhancement standard, and an endangered 

listing would require the Service to publish notice and accept public comment on all 

applications for African elephant trophy imports to ensure that the enhancement analysis 

is based on the best available science.  

 

In conducting such an enhancement analysis, the Service must evaluate whether the source 

country has established a scientifically based management program that is developed and 

implemented to promote the conservation of the species in each management area. In order 

to facilitate that evaluation, the Service should adopt criteria that range state and 

management area plans must meet and formal guidance on how permit biologists should 

evaluate each application to import an elephant trophy. For example, the range state from 

which the trophy originated must: 

 

 Have an approved and current national elephant management plan, which develops 

and implements conservation activities for specific elephant conservation units and 

works in concert with regional elephant management plans. Such national 

management plans should be developed using the IUCN SSC guidelines for strategic 

conservation planning, based on scientific information, and implemented in a 

manner that benefits the species and provides economic incentives for local 

communities to protect and expand African elephant habitat. 

 Have up-to-date estimates on elephant distribution range, abundance, and status. 

 Observe a precautionary approach to establishing hunting quotas given current 

elephant population trends. 

 Carry a credible capacity to monitor and manage elephant populations in order to 

maintain healthy numbers and genetic diversity. 

 Appoint an identified national elephant plan coordinator. 

 Have an understanding of the biological needs of the species, as informed by the best 

available science. 

 Have sound law enforcement capabilities to deter or punish illegal retaliatory 

killings. 

                                                           
41 Economists at Large. (2013). The $200 million question: How much does trophy hunting really 

contribute to African communities? A report for the African Lion Coalition, prepared by Economists 

at Large, Melbourne, Australia. 
42 Sachedina, H.T. 2008. “Wildlife Is Our Oil : Conservation, Livelihoods and NGOs in the Tarangire 

Ecosystem, Tanzania.” University of Oxford. PhD. Thesis. 
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 Involve local communities in elephant protection and humane conflict mitigation 

strategies.  

 Implement a human-elephant conflict management plan (including rapid response, 

mitigation approaches, a training component, education). 

 Actively promote wildlife-integrated land-use to ensure land-use planning does not 

negatively impact elephant conservation. 

 Achieve conservation targets within identified time frames. 

 Document the achievement of stated goals and monitor and evaluate the 

implementation of the plan, and adapt it as necessary. 

 Be in compliance with all international, regional and national commitments, 

agreements and regulations relating to wildlife (and specifically elephant) 

conservation, including (but not limited to) CITES. 

 Have enacted laws and provided ample resources for enforcement against illegal 

trade in elephants and their parts. 

 Cooperate with neighboring countries for transboundary elephant population 

conservation and monitoring. 

 Have a system for measuring good governance when it comes to wildlife 

conservation/protection policy making and its implementation (for example, 

transparency International’s corruption perception index). 

 Have credible policies for managing any hunting offtake, including: 

o A science-based system for establishing hunting quotas which is 

demonstrably sustainable at a population level; 

o Price-setting (taxes and minimum number of safari days) and a system of 

concession leasing that increase the value of elephants across Africa (no 

competition on price); 

o Hunting moratoria for any declining populations; 

o A verifiable and enforceable mechanism to ensure no subadults or females 

are taken; 

o An adaptive management  policy of monitoring the impacts of the removal of 

individuals on remaining populations , and adjusting quotas accordingly; and  

o A demonstrable commitment to ensure proceeds of trophy hunting are used 

to benefit wildlife (and specifically elephant) conservation and communities 

living with wildlife. 

The African elephant is in danger of extinction due to frivolous and poorly managed trophy 

hunting, and the Service must uplist the species and evaluate any requests for trophy 

imports under the enhancement standard. 

 

C. Inadequacy of Existing Regulatory Mechanisms  

As detailed in the Petition, existing regulatory mechanisms are wholly inadequate to 

protect the African elephant from extinction. Although the Service proposed to amend the 

special rule for Loxodonta africana several months after we filed the Petition (80 Fed. Reg. 

45154 (July 29, 2015) (“Proposed Rule”)), that regulation is not yet finalized and would 

continue to allow significant trade. 

Pursuant to the ESA (16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)) and implementing regulations (50 C.F.R. §§ 

17.21, 17.22), once the Service lists a species as endangered, individuals of the species are 

protected from import, export, take, interstate sale, and interstate commercial transport, 
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except “for scientific purposes or to enhance the propagation or survival of the affected 

species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1539(a)(1)(A); 50 C.F.R. § 17.21(g)(1)(ii).  

 

For threatened species, the Service “shall issue such regulations as he deems necessary and 

advisable to provide for the conservation of such species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(d). The Service 

generally applies the same protections to threatened species as endangered species (50 

C.F.R. § 17.31), but certain species, like the African elephant, are regulated under a special 

rule. Special rules must be designed and implemented to actually promote the conservation 

of the species. See Sierra Club v. Clark, 755 F.2d 608 (8th Cir. 1985). See also 16 U.S.C. § 

1531(b) (the primary purpose of the ESA is to “provide a program for the conservation of 

such endangered species”); 16 U.S.C. § 1532(3) (the term “conservation” means “to use…all 

methods and procedures which are necessary to bring any endangered species or 

threatened species to the point at which the measures provided pursuant to this chapter 

are no longer necessary”).  

 

The current special rule (50 C.F.R. § 17.40(e)), fails to provide for the conservation of 

African elephants, as required by law, and therefore is inadequate. Indeed, the current 

regulation fails to address the significant impact that Americans have on the imperilment 

of the species through a robust domestic market in elephant parts supplied by poaching, 

unsustainable trophy hunting, and other activities. Unfortunately, as discussed below, the 

Proposed Rule also suffers from flaws that render it inadequate to protect the species from 

extinction. 

 

1) The Service’s Existing and Proposed Regulations Do Not Strictly Regulate the 

Domestic Ivory Market 

 

The U.S. domestic ivory market is clearly significant in size and global influence, as 

detailed above and in the Petition. The current special rule does not regulate the domestic 

ivory market, and it is imperative that the Service apply the ESA prohibitions on interstate 

commerce to all African elephant specimens in order to promote the conservation of the 

species, as required by law. While the Proposed Rule describes an impressive list of 

prosecutions against elephant ivory traffickers, primarily under the Lacey Act,43 the Service 

must do more than focus on large scale smuggling of ivory and must address the rampant 

interstate trade in ivory, which has a substantial negative cumulative impact on elephant 

conservation. The U.S. must take a leadership role on curtailing the trade in elephant 

products not only to address the domestic demand for ivory but also to enhance the ongoing 

collaboration with other consumer nations (such as China) to signal that collective action is 

needed to conserve this iconic species. 

 

a. The Proposed De Minimis Exception for Interstate Commerce is Insufficient 

 

The Service must strictly prohibit interstate commerce in African elephant ivory, as it does 

currently with Asian elephant ivory, instead of broadly allowing interstate trade in “de 

mininims” ivory as the Proposed Rule would.44  

 

                                                           
43 80 Fed. Reg. at 45158-9. 
44 80 Fed. Reg. at 45163. 
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By allowing unfettered interstate trade in de minimis ivory items, the Service would fail to 

comply with the ESA’s requirement that special rules be “necessary and advisable to 

provide for the conservation of such species.” 16 U.S.C. 1533(d). The proposed de minimis 

exception is neither necessary nor advisable. For example, in contrast to other special rules 

that are designed to “incentivize proactive conservation efforts,”45 the Service’s proposal to 

allow unregulated interstate sale (without permits) in a significant number of small ivory 

pieces would not encourage conservation and instead is designed primarily to minimize 

political opposition to the regulation. Permitting an individual in the U.S. to buy an item 

with a de minimis amount of ivory will not make that individual more likely to contribute 

to elephant conservation in the long-term.  

 

Further, the proposed de minimis exception would create substantial enforcement 

difficulties and contribute to the threats facing the species’ continued existence. The 

exception would allow a robust market in ivory to persist and create a cover for illegal trade 

in ivory sourced directly through poaching (as well as send a message to other ivory-

consuming nations that continued trade should be allowed). Lack of public awareness 

regarding the elephant poaching crisis and the U.S.’s role in it has significantly contributed 

to illegal sales in this country. Under the current system, legal ivory goods are sold 

alongside illegal goods, causing consumers to (mistakenly) believe that all ivory trade is 

legal. By allowing significant ivory trade to continue, the de minimis provision would 

perpetuate this consumer confusion and make it more likely that the status quo will 

continue.  

 

Moreover, the de minimis exception contained in the Proposed Rule allows commerce in 

items if the ivory was imported into the U.S. prior to January 18, 1990 (for items located 

within the U.S.) or removed from the wild prior to February 26, 1976 (if the item was 

imported into the U.S.). But this would be difficult to enforce, as the Service has not 

proposed adequate measures to eliminate fraud in the types of documentation that may be 

used to prove that an item qualifies under this exception. For example, the Proposed Rule 

states that the Service will accept “qualified appraisal[s]” as proof of provenance. As we 

learned while working on ivory legislation in New York State, which previously relied 

heavily on appraisals as proof of age, the appraisal system is fraught with abuse: although 

appraisers can examine the style, condition, price, and information from the seller, they 

often cannot determine the date of acquisition. As stated by Norman Sandfield, a member 

of the International Ivory Society and International Society of Appraisers: 

 

“[A]s a dealer in ivory products, I am not sure how I would respond to a customer who 

asked for a written statement from the seller that clearly states the ivory sold is not 

restricted. Anything I give the customer would have no legal standing (except to 

possibly embarrass me in the future), and I have no authority to issue any paperwork 

with legal standing on ivory issues. Most collectors and dealers of ivory with whom I 

have talked believe that they have acquired all of their ivory legally, but would be hard 

pressed to prove it with the necessary paperwork.”46  

 

 

                                                           
45 FWS, Endangered Species Act Special Rules (2014), at http://www.fws.gov/mountain-

prairie/factsheets/ESA%20SpecialRules%20Factsheet_020714.pdf.  
46 Norman Sandfield, lIS Newsletter 2002-45. 

http://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/factsheets/ESA%20SpecialRules%20Factsheet_020714.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/factsheets/ESA%20SpecialRules%20Factsheet_020714.pdf
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b. The Special Rule Might Be Expanded to Include An Exception for Museums 

 

The ESA provides that the term “commercial activity” means “all activities of industry and 

trade, including, but not limited to, the buying or selling of commodities and activities 

conducted for the purpose of facilitating such buying and selling: Provided, however, That it 

does not include exhibition of commodities by museums or similar cultural or historical 

organizations.” 16 U.S.C. § 1532. This definition is directly relevant for the analysis of 

whether a particular specimen qualifies for the ESA Pre-Act exception for prohibited 

activities (16 U.S.C. § 1538(b)) and to the scope of the prohibition on interstate transport 

when there is no sale (16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)(1)(E)). 

 

In its Proposed Rule, the Service indicated that it was considering adopting a total 

exception to the prohibition on interstate commerce (including direct sale) in elephant ivory 

for museums.47 Such an exemption would undermine elephant conservation and further 

emphasizes the need for a strict prohibition on interstate commerce through an endangered 

uplisting. 

 

First, a museum exception for the interstate trade of elephant ivory is unnecessary given 

the antiques exception contained in the ESA. Examples of items that could not be sold 

interstate include jewelry pieces, ivory chess sets, and ivory figurines that were sourced 

from recently-killed elephants. These items are not of historical or educational value, which 

is the primary purpose of legitimate museums. 

 

Second, entities purporting to be museums (a term which is not defined in the ESA) could 

abuse a museum exception to perpetuate the trade in elephant ivory in a manner that 

undermines elephant conservation. For instance, in 2007, Sacramento State University’s 

then-president wrote to the Tanzanian government to secure special access for two avid 

trophy hunters from California – Paul and Renee Snider – to kill more than 80 species of 

animals for a new “natural history museum,” to be paid for with a reported $2.4 million 

donation from the couple.48 If the Sniders’ personal collection of trophies were considered a 

museum, they would be allowed to sell ivory sourced from unsustainably hunted elephants, 

to the detriment of elephant conservation. 

 

c. The Service Is Considering Broadening the Exemptions for the Export of Ivory 

 

In its Proposed Rule, the Service also indicated that it might broaden the exemptions for 

the noncommercial import and export of worked ivory.49 The Proposed Rule would limit 

ivory exports by (1) restricting commercial exports of worked ivory to antiques only, and (2) 

restricting noncommercial exports of worked ivory to that which qualifies as antique, Pre-

Act, law enforcement and bona fide scientific specimens, and ivory legally acquired and 

removed from the wild prior to February 26, 1976 that is either part of a household move or 

                                                           
47 80 Fed. Reg. at 45163. 
48 Jennifer Fearing, Cecil the Lion’s Awful Death Should End Trophy Hunting, Sacramento Bee, 

Aug. 3, 2015, available at http://www.sacbee.com/opinion/op-ed/soapbox/article29887975.html. See 

also HSI, Trophy Madness: Elite Hunters, Animal Trophies and Safari Club International’s Hunting 

Awards (Sept. 2015), available at http://blog.humanesociety.org/wp-

content/uploads/2015/09/TROPHY-MADNESS_FINAL.pdf 
49 80 Fed. Reg. at 45170.  

http://www.sacbee.com/opinion/op-ed/soapbox/article29887975.html
http://blog.humanesociety.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/09/TROPHY-MADNESS_FINAL.pdf
http://blog.humanesociety.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/09/TROPHY-MADNESS_FINAL.pdf
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inheritance, musical instrument, or traveling exhibition.50 But the Service has suggested 

that these provisions might be weakened, further supporting the need for an endangered 

uplisting that would strictly regulate exports of African elephant parts. 

 

When brokers are authorized to purchase large quantities of worked ivory in the U.S. at 

stores and auctions for export, it stimulates international demand for ivory that is often 

met through poaching. According to data collected by the International Fund for Animal 

Welfare, from 2009 to 2012, 6,753 supposedly legal ivory objects were exported or seized on 

attempted export from the U.S., approximately 250 of which were seized before they were 

actually exported.51 Many of these exports were likely by foreign buyers who traveled to the 

U.S. to buy ivory due to the fact that it is much less expensive here than in China, which 

has the world’s largest ivory market.52 In a 2015 report commissioned by the Natural 

Resources Defense Council on California’s ivory market, the investigator was told by an 

established ivory collector informant that he had attended several auctions conducted by a 

California gallery that included ivory lots.53 Many foreigners attended, some with 

interpreters, and the ivory lots always sold out, with many being purchased by telephone 

bidders.54 Similarly, a 2014 report by the International Fund for Animal Welfare found that 

a significant proportion of ivory buyers at U.S. auctions are males of Asian descent.55 The 

report stated that “[i]n at least two of the auction galleries visited, the owners were 

Chinese, and several auction websites posted their catalogs and other promotional 

materials in Chinese.”56 Even reputable auction houses have been responsible for exporting 

illegal ivory for buyers under the pretense of legality. Indeed, according to Service data on 

ivory seizures, Sotheby’s attempted to export a number of the ivory exports seized between 

2009 and 2012.57 And in 2013, ivory vendors in New York City stated that between 2009 

and 2011 Chinese buyers visited their stores and bought almost everything on display.58  

 

2) Existing and Proposed Trophy Import Regulations are Inadequate  

 

We applaud the Service’s attempt in the Proposed Rule to ensure that trophy hunting does 

not contribute to commercial trade in ivory derived from trophy tusks; however, the 

Proposed Rule does not do enough to regulate the activity of Americans engaged in elephant 

trophy hunting, as the Proposed Rule establishes an arbitrary and capricious “quota” for 

trophy imports. Specifically, the Proposed Rule (50 C.F.R. § 17.40(e)(6)(E)) provides that 

“No more than two African elephant sport-hunted trophies [can be] imported by any hunter 

in a calendar year.” 

 

                                                           
50 80 Fed. Reg. at 45174. 
51 International Fund for Animal Welfare. (2014) Bidding Against Survival: The Elephant Poaching 

Crisis and the Role of Auctions in the U.S. Ivory Market at 8. Available at 

http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-Ivory-Auctions-bidding-against-survival-aug-

2014_0.pdf. 
52 Stiles (2015) at 15.  
53 Id. 
54 Id. at 15.  
55 IFAW (2014) at 22. 
56 Id.  
57 IFAW (2014) at 14.  
58 Stiles (2014) at 15. 

http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-Ivory-Auctions-bidding-against-survival-aug-2014_0.pdf
http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-Ivory-Auctions-bidding-against-survival-aug-2014_0.pdf
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The Service has a statutory burden to demonstrate that every provision of the special rule 

is “necessary and advisable to provide for the conservation” of African elephants. 16 U.S.C. 

§ 1533(d). Further, the Service must “articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action 

including a ‘rational connection between the facts found and the choice made.’” Motor 

Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983). In 

the Proposed Rule, the Service has articulated that establishing a quota is necessary to 

limit the quantity of elephant tusks that one person imports, in order to restrict the ability 

to import “commercial quantities of ivory as sport-hunted trophies.” 80 Fed. Reg. at 45165.  

But the Service has articulated no explanation for why allowing two trophies per hunter 

per year—the equivalent of each hunter killing two elephants per year or ten elephants in 

five years – would not create a risk of allowing commercial quantities of ivory to be 

imported (e.g., four tusks can generate substantial amounts of valuable ivory products on 

an annual basis; and twenty tusks in a short five year period are also extremely valuable).   

 

Further, given the negative impacts that trophy hunting has on elephant conservation, it is 

arbitrary and capricious for the Service to assert that allowing every American to kill two 

African elephants each year is necessary and advisable for elephant conservation. Based on 

the Service’s current position, there are only a few countries from which U.S. hunters can 

source elephant trophies (e.g., South Africa and Namibia), but the Service does not appear 

to have considered how its proposed trophy quota would impact the populations within 

those countries (as opposed to impacts on the species across its range). The Service should 

uplist the African elephant to endangered and evaluate each proposed trophy import on a 

case-by-case basis under the enhancement standard, which is unlikely to result in the 

allowance of more than one elephant trophy import per hunter per lifetime, if any. 16 

U.S.C. § 1531(c)(1) (FWS “shall seek to conserve endangered and threatened species and 

shall utilize [its] authorities in furtherance of the purpose[]” of the ESA, i.e., conservation, 

16 U.S.C. § 1531(b)).  

 

3) Regulation of Other Elephant Parts Is Inadequate Under Existing and Proposed 

Regulations 

 

The U.S. continues to be a major importer of elephant parts and products in addition to 

trophies and ivory. As detailed in Petitioners’ uplisting petition, between 2003 and 2012, 

this included small leather products (57,844 specimens), ivory carvings (56,204 specimens), 

and skins (33,184 specimens). And the updated trade data from 2013 and 2014 indicates 

that the U.S. continues to import hundreds of elephant skins for commercial purposes. This 

is likely in part due to burgeoning demand for shoes made from elephant leather. The 

Proposed Rule asserts that regulating such activity is not necessary because “there is no 

information to indicate that…commercial use of elephant parts and products other than 

ivory has had any effect on the rates or patterns of illegal killing of elephants and the 

illegal trade in ivory.”59 However, even if ivory is the primary motivation for elephant 

poaching, strictly regulating the international and domestic trade in other elephant parts 

under an endangered listing will ensure that the new restrictions on the ivory market do 

not have the impact of incentivizing killing elephants for other valuable parts. Further, the 

Service must address the broader negative impact that commercialization of wildlife parts 

has on public perception of the need to conserve imperiled species.  

 

                                                           
59 80 Fed. Reg. at 45161. 
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4) Regulation of Live Elephants Is Inadequate Under Existing and Proposed 

Regulations 

 

We applaud the Service for proposing to amend its regulations to apply the take prohibition 

to live African elephants in captivity in the U.S. 

 

As the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries Service have 

repeatedly acknowledged, when a species, subspecies, or distinct population segment is 

listed, such listing clearly applies to any individual of the listed entity, whether living in 

captivity60 or in the wild. See 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b) (making clear that the take prohibition 

applies to captive animals regardless of the date of listing); 16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)(1) 

(prohibiting the take of “any” endangered species); H.R. Rep. No. 93-412 (1973) (“[t]he term 

‘fish or wildlife’ means all wild animals, whether or not raised in captivity”); 42 Fed. Reg. 

28052 (June 1, 1977) (“captive individuals provide gene pools that deserve continued 

preservation, and such individuals make it possible to re-establish or rejuvenate wild 

populations,” and “[f]or these reasons, the Service will continue to enforce the stringent 

prohibitions of the Act as they relate to captive individuals of a species that is endangered 

in the wild…”); 44 Fed. Reg. 30044 (May 23, 1979) (“The Service has consistently 

maintained that the Act applies to both wild and captive populations of a species…”); 63 

Fed. Reg. 48634, 48636 (September 11, 1998) (explaining that “take” was defined by 

Congress to apply to endangered or threatened wildlife “whether wild or captive” and 

conceding that “It is true that the Act applies to all specimens that comprise a ‘species’” and 

“does not distinguish between wild and captive specimens thereof”); 77 Fed. Reg. 431, 434 

(Jan. 5, 2012) (the ESA “specifically covers any species that is listed as endangered or 

threatened, whether it is native to the United States or non-native and whether it is in 

captivity or in the wild.”); 78 Fed. Reg. 33790 (June 5, 2013); 78 Fed. Reg. 35201, 35204 

(June 12, 2013) (“the Act does not allow for captive-held animals to be assigned separate 

legal status from their wild counterparts on the basis of their captive state, including 

through designation as a separate distinct population segment (DPS). It is also not possible 

to separate out captive- held specimens for different legal status under the Act by other 

approaches…”); 79 Fed. Reg. 4313, 4317 (Jan. 27, 2014) (“The ESA does not support the 

exclusion of captive members from a listing based solely on their status as captive.”); 80 

Fed. Reg. 34500 (June 16, 2015). 

 

Thus, it would be arbitrary and capricious for the Service to not extend ESA protections to 

captive elephants, particularly given that the Service has long recognized that certain uses 

of captive animals undermine the conservation of endangered species in the wild. See 57 

Fed. Reg. 548, 550 (January 7, 1992) (There is a danger of “captive-bred animals…[being] 

used for purposes that do not contribute to conservation, such as for pets…or for 

entertainment”); 44 Fed. Reg. 30044, 30045 (May 23, 1979) (“uses of captive wildlife can be 

detrimental to wild populations”); 77 Fed. Reg. 431, 434 (Jan. 5, 2012) (“While the Service 

does believe that captive breeding can provide a significant benefit to endangered species, 

                                                           
60 FWS regulations define “captivity” to mean that “living wildlife is held in a controlled environment 

that is intensively manipulated by man for the purpose of producing wildlife of the selected species, 

and that has boundaries designed to prevent animal, eggs or gametes of the selected species from 

entering or leaving the controlled environment. General characteristics of captivity may include but 

are not limited to artificial housing, waste removal, health care, protection from predators, and 

artificially supplied food.” 50 C.F.R. § 17.3. 



29 

 

such benefits can only be realized when the breeding program is scientifically based and 

conducted in a manner that contributes to the continued survival of the species… However, 

breeding just to breed, without adequate attention to genetic composition and demographics 

of the breeding population, may not provide a clear conservation benefit to an endangered 

species.”).     

 

Further, studies show that the use of endangered species in entertainment media 

undermines conservation efforts by decreasing public awareness about the plight of 

endangered species, decreasing donations to conservation programs, and facilitating 

poaching and trafficking of wild animals.61 Additionally, studies highlight the need for 

education programs to be carefully crafted to ensure that wildlife exhibition actually has a 

positive impact on viewers.62 Thus, it is imperative that captive elephants be strictly 

protected from take (including the use of bullhooks to force performances, such as occurs at 

the Natural Bridge Zoo and other substandard exhibition facilities) and that endangered 

species permits are required for all actions that harm or harass captive elephants. Such 

permits must be subject to public notice and comment to ensure that otherwise prohibited 

activities involving captive elephants actually enhance the survival of the species. 

 

Similarly, it is imperative that interstate and foreign commerce in live elephants is 

regulated and that the Service narrowly construe the Pre-Act exception for captive 

elephants to ensure that elephants used for commercial enterprises are not exempt from 

permitting requirements. See, e.g., PETA v. FWS, Case No. 14-55471, (9th Cir. 2014). But 

the Service’s proposed special rule fails to address that trade. Recently, there has been 

global outrage against the export of wild elephants captured from Zimbabwe and sold to 

China for exhibition63 and the Service recently approved a CITES import permit for three 

U.S. zoos to import 18 elephants from Swaziland (and no ESA import permit was required 

under existing law). The Service must ensure that any proposed imports of live elephants 

into the U.S. are strictly (and publicly) scrutinized through the ESA permitting process 

under the enhancement standard. 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
61 See, e.g., Steve R. Ross et al., Inappropriate Use and Portrayal of Chimpanzees, Science vol. 319, 

pg. 1487 (2008); Stephen R. Ross et al., Specific Image Characteristics Influence Attitudes about 

Chimpanzee Conservation and Use as Pets, PLoS One 6(7) (July 13, 2011); Kara Schroepfer et al., 

Use of “Entertainment” Chimpanzees in Commercials Distorts Public Perception Regarding Their 

Conservation Status, PLoS One 6(10) (Oct. 12. 2011). 
62 See, e.g., Kristen E. Lukas & Stephen R. Ross, Naturalistic Exhibits May Be More Effective Than 

Traditional Exhibits at Improving Zoo-Visitor Attitudes Toward African Apes, Anthrozoos Vol. 27:3, 

435-455 (Sept. 2014); Eric Jensen, Evaluating Children’s Conservation Biology Learning at the Zoo, 

Conservation Biology Vol. 28:4, 1004-1011 (Aug. 2014); Philip J. Nyhus et al., Thirteen Thousand 

and Counting: How the Growing Captive Tiger Populations Threaten Wild Tigers, in Tigers of the 

World, 2d ed., pp. 232, 237 (2010); BK Anne-Isola Nekaris et al, Tickled to Death: Analysing Public 

Perception of ‘Cute’ Videos of Threatened Species (Slow Lorises – Nycticebus spp.) on Web 2.0 Sites, 

PLoS ONE Vol. 8(7) (July 24, 2013). 
63 Bloomberg, Zimbabwe Flies 20 Elephants to China Amid Conservation Efforts (July 6, 2015), 

http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2015-07-06/zimbabwe-flies-20-elephants-to-china-amid-

conservation-efforts. 

http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2015-07-06/zimbabwe-flies-20-elephants-to-china-amid-conservation-efforts
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2015-07-06/zimbabwe-flies-20-elephants-to-china-amid-conservation-efforts
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Conclusion 

 

We applaud the Service for commencing a status review for the African elephant. The best 

available science shows that this species meets the statutory definition of an endangered 

species based on the threats of habitat loss, overutilization for commercial and recreational 

purposes, and the inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms and, therefore, must be 

protected under the ESA’s most strict prohibitions on import, export, interstate commerce, 

and take. 
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NOTICE OF PETITION 

Honorable Sally Jewell, Secretary  
U.S. Department of the Interior 
1849 C Street NW 
Washington, DC 20240 
 
Daniel M. Ashe, Director 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
1849 C Street NW 
Washington, DC 20240 
 
Brian Arroyo, Assistant Director 
International Affairs 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
1849 C Street NW 
Washington, DC 20240 
 
Gary Frazer, Assistant Director 
Ecological Services 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
1849 C Street NW 
Washington, DC 20240 
 
Dear Secretary Jewell, Director Ashe, Assistant Director Arroyo, and Assistant Director Frazer: 
 
Pursuant to Section 4(b) of the Endangered Species Act (“ESA”), 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b), Section 553(e) of 
the Administrative Procedure Act (“APA”), 5 U.S.C. § 553(e), and 50 C.F.R. § 424.14, Petitioners (The 
Humane Society of the United States, Humane Society International, Center for Biological Diversity, 
International Fund for Animal Welfare, and The Fund for Animals), hereby petition the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service (“FWS” or “the Service”) to list all leopards 
(Panthera pardus) as Endangered. 

Additionally, pursuant to the First Amendment of the United States Constitution1 and the APA (5 U.S.C. 
§ 553(e)), Petitioners hereby petition the Service to take immediate action to restrict imports of African 
leopards, by (1) suspending the issuance of CITES import permits for Panthera pardus trophies until the 
FWS non-detriment advice memorandum is reevaluated for each range country where trophy hunting 
occurs; and (2) rescinding the special rule pertaining to leopards from “southern Africa” (50 C.F.R. § 
17.40(f)) to require ESA permits for all otherwise prohibited activities, consistent with 50 C.F.R. § 
17.31(a). 

                                                           
1 “Congress shall make no law ... abridging ... the right of the people ...  to petition Government for a redress of 
grievances.”  U.S. CONST., amend. I.  The Supreme Court has recognized that the right to petition is logically 
implicit in, and fundamental to, the very idea of a republican form of government.  United States v. Cruikshank, 92 
U.S.  542, 552 (1875); United Mine Workers of America, Dist. 12 v. Illinois State Bar Ass’n, 389 U.S. 217, 222 
(1967); Thomas v. Collins, 323 U.S. 516, 530 (1945).   
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This petition presents substantial scientific and commercial information that leopards in Africa “south of 
and including…Gabon, Congo, Zaire, Uganda, Kenya” should be included in an Endangered listing for all 
Panthera pardus. 50 C.F.R. § 17.11 (listing leopards as Endangered in Asia and North and West Africa, 
but listing as Threatened leopards in Central, East, and Southern Africa).2 See also 50 C.F.R. § 
424.14(b)(1) (“substantial information” is “that amount of information that would lead a reasonable 
person to believe that the measure proposed in the Petition may be warranted”); 16 U.S.C. §1533(b)(3)(A) 
(The Secretary must make an initial finding on the petition “[t]o the maximum extent practicable, within 
90 days after receiving the Petition”); HSUS v. Pritzker, 2014 WL 6946022 (D.D.C. 2014) (holding that 
conclusive evidence is not required to make a positive 90-day finding). Petitioners are confident that a 
status review of the species, as required by 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)-(c), will support a finding that listing all 
Panthera pardus as Endangered is in fact warranted.  

Further, as demonstrated herein, the Service must take immediate action to restrict the import of leopard 
hunting trophies to ensure that its regulations and practice comply with the ESA’s statutory mandate to 
provide for the conservation of Endangered and Threatened species. See 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b), (c) 
(providing that federal agencies “shall utilize their authorities in furtherance of” the conservation purpose 
of the ESA); Sierra Club v. Clark, 755 F.2d 608 (8th Cir. 1985) (special rules must be designed and 
implemented to actually promote the conservation of the Threatened species). 

This Petition is supported by expert declarations from renowned wildlife experts Dr. Jane Goodall and 
Dereck Joubert, and enclosed is a disc of the scientific references cited. 

Respectfully submitted by: 

 

___________________________________________ 

Anna Frostic  
Attorney for The Humane Society of the United States  
and The Fund for Animals 
1255 23rd Street, NW, Suite 450  
Washington, DC 20037 
(202) 676-2333 
afrostic@humanesociety.org 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                           
2 This listing does not account for the fact that Zaire became the Democratic Republic of the Congo in 1997. 

mailto:afrostic@humanesociety.org
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_____________________________ 
Teresa Telecky, Ph.D. 
Humane Society International 
1255 23rd Street, NW, Suite 450  
Washington, DC 20037  
(301) 258-1430 
ttelecky@hsi.org  
 

 

_________________________________ 
Sarah Uhlemann 
Center for Biological Diversity  
378 N Main Avenue 
Tucson, AZ 85701 
(206) 327-2344 
suhlemann@biologicaldiversity.org  
 

 
__________________________ 
Jeff Flocken 
International Fund for Animal Welfare 
290 Summer Street 
Yarmouth Port, MA 02675 
(202) 536-1904 
jflocken@ifaw.org 
 
 

  

mailto:ttelecky@hsi.org
mailto:suhlemann@biologicaldiversity.org
mailto:jflocken@ifaw.org
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This Petition – submitted by The Humane Society of the United States, Humane Society International, 
Center for Biological Diversity, International Fund for Animal Welfare, and The Fund for Animals and 
supported by expert declarations from Dr. Jane Goodall and Dereck Joubert – demonstrates that the 
leopard (Panthera pardus) meets the statutory criteria for an Endangered listing under the ESA across its 
geographic range and requests reclassification for leopard populations listed as Threatened in 1982.  
 
The ESA considers a species (including subspecies or distinct population segment) to be “Endangered” 
when it “is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range.” 16 U.S.C. § 
1532(6). The ESA requires the Service to list a species as either “Endangered” or “Threatened” based on 
the following five factors: (1) the present or threatened destruction, modification, or curtailment of its 
habitat or range; (2) overutilization for commercial, recreational, scientific, or educational purposes; (3) 
disease or predation; (4) the inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms; and (5) “other natural or 
manmade factors affecting its continued existence.” Id. § 1533(a)(1)(A-E). The ESA requires the 
Secretary to determine within 90 days of receiving the Petition whether the Petition “presents substantial 
scientific or commercial information indicating that the petitioned action may be warranted.” Id. § 
1533(b)(3)(A). Such determination must be made solely on the basis of the “best scientific and 
commercial data available.” Id. § 1533(b)(1)(A).  
 
When a foreign species is listed as Endangered, protection under the ESA occurs by, inter alia, 
prohibiting imports unless they enhance the propagation or survival of the species or are for scientific 
purposes. Id. § 1533(b)(1)(A). Furthermore, Section 8 of the ESA provides for “International 
Cooperation” in the conservation of foreign, listed species, and listing a foreign species heightens global 
awareness about the importance of conserving the species. 
 
This Petition seeks to increase protection for leopards in southern Africa, while maintaining the 
Endangered listing for leopards in all other areas of the species’ range. Thus, this Petition describes the 
natural history and biology of the African leopard (Panthera pardus pardus) and the current status and 
distribution of this subspecies; it clearly shows that its range is in alarming and precipitous decline, 
including in southern Africa where leopards are currently listed as Threatened. The Petition reviews the 
threats to the continued existence of the African leopard, including loss of habitat and prey, excessive and 
unsustainable offtake for recreational purposes, high levels of poaching for commercial purposes, 
indiscriminant killing such as through snaring, and retaliatory killing by poison or firearms due to a 
perceived or actual treat to livestock and people. The Petition also demonstrates how Americans engaging 
in unsustainable trophy hunting and international trade of African leopards and their parts for hunting 
purposes are significantly and negatively impacting the conservation status of the African leopard. It then 
explains how existing laws and regulations are inadequate to address the numerous and interacting threats 
to the African leopard today.  
 
The Petition requests that as FWS considers an uplisting of Threatened leopards to Endangered, the 
agency immediately take action to strictly scrutinize the import of leopard trophies by (1) suspending the 
issuance of CITES import permits for Panthera pardus trophies until the FWS non-detriment advice 
memorandum is reevaluated for each range country where trophy hunting occurs; and (2) rescinding the 
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special rule pertaining to leopards from southern Africa (50 C.F.R. § 17.40(f)) to require ESA permits for 
all otherwise prohibited activities, consistent with 50 C.F.R. § 17.31(a). 
 
Status and Distribution 
 
The IUCN Red List status of the leopard demonstrates the precipitous deterioration of the status of the 
leopard over the past 15 years: in 2002, the species was considered Least Concern; in 2008, Near 
Threatened; and in 2016, Vulnerable (Stein et al. 2016). The most recent IUCN Red List assessment lists 
persecution, habitat fragmentation, an increase in illegal wildlife trade, excessive take for ceremonial use 
of skins, prey base declines, and poorly managed trophy hunting as major threats to the survival of the 
species (Stein et al. 2016). Regarding African leopard populations specifically, the subpopulation of 
North Africa (which is currently listed as Endangered under the ESA) potentially qualifies as Critically 
Endangered due to very small and declining number of mature individuals; since the previous IUCN 
assessment in 2008, leopards likely have become extinct in Morocco and Algeria (Stein et al. 2016). In 
sub-Saharan Africa, the leopard population has declined by >30% in the past three generations, 
potentially qualifying the sub-Saharan population of the subspecies as Vulnerable (Stein et al. 2016); this 
decline was caused by a 21% loss of leopard habitat in sub-Saharan Africa over the past 25 years, and 
59% decline in prey loss in protected areas. At the regional level within sub-Saharan Africa, Stein et al. 
(2016) infer a >50% loss of leopard populations in East and West Africa, due to leopard prey reduction by 
52% and 85% in those regions, respectively. In southern Africa, populations in Angola, Zambia, 
Mozambique, Zimbabwe and South Africa appear to be decreasing (Stein et al. 2016). In addition to 
habitat loss and loss of prey base, Stein et al. (2016) recognize two other major threats to leopards in sub-
Saharan Africa: conflict with farmers over actual or potential killing of domesticated livestock or farmed 
wild animals (game farming or game ranching); and poorly managed trophy hunting, especially when it is 
concentrated geographically and when it targets individuals in their prime, who are territorial and 
reproductively active.  
 
Regarding the total population size for the African leopard subspecies across its range, according to the 
2008 IUCN assessment (Henschel et al.), “there are no reliable continent-wide estimates of population 
size in Africa, and the most commonly cited estimate of over 700,000 leopards in Africa (Martin and de 
Meulenaer 1988) is flawed” (emphasis added). The most recent publication on leopard status and 
distribution (Jacobson et al. 2016) stated, “Earlier Africa-wide assessments of population size (Myers, 
1976; Eaton, 1977; Martin & De Meulenaer, 1988; Shoemaker, 1993) employed questionable population 
models based on scant field data and were widely criticized as being unrealistic (Hamilton, 1981; 
Jackson, 1989; Norton,1990; Bailey, 1993)” (p. 2). The current ESA Threatened listing – which dates to 
1982 – is based on outdated information and must be reviewed in light of the substantial evidence 
indicating a significant decline in populations over the last three decades.  
 
Present and Threatened Destruction, Modification, Curtailment of Habitat or Range 

African populations of the leopard have experienced significant and ongoing loss of habitat. The most 
recently published scientific assessment of the status and distribution of the species (Jacobson et al. 
2016a) found that P. pardus pardus, the African leopard, has lost 48-67% of its historical range. In North 
Africa, P. pardus pardus has lost 93.9-99% of its historic range; in West Africa, the range loss is 86-95%; 
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in Central Africa, the range loss is 45-66%; in East Africa, the range loss is 40-60%; and in Southern 
Africa, the range loss is 28-51% (Jacobson et al. 2016a).  Jacobson et al. (2016a) state, “even for this 
relatively widespread subspecies, there is still substantial cause for concern across large portions of its 
range.” The subspecies existed historically in 47 range States, but exists in only 38 today, and thus has 
been extirpated from nine countries: Mauritania, Togo, and Tunisia; Gambia, Lesotho, and Morocco 
(possibly extinct); and Algeria, Burundi, and Mali (possibly present) (Jacobson et al. 2016a).  
 
The most recent IUCN assessment of the leopard (Stein et al. 2016) agrees largely with the findings of 
Jacobson et al. (2016a) with regard to range loss over the past three leopard generations (22.3 years); they 
estimated a 61% range loss for the species across its range (from 21,953,435 km2 in the 2008 IUCN 
assessment to 8,515,935 km2 in the 2016 assessment); a 21% range loss in sub-Saharan Africa; a 97% 
range loss in North Africa; a “dramatically reduced” range in West Africa; “substantial range declines” in 
West, Central, and East Africa; and a 21% range loss in southern Africa. Stein et al. (2016) attributes the 
range declines in West, Central, and East Africa to habitat loss and fragmentation which threaten the 
survival of leopards because they “require large, contiguous habitats with low human impacts to 
reproduce successfully” (Stein et al. 2016). Other factors contributing to range loss in Africa are prey 
reductions due to the illegal and unsustainable bushmeat trade, illegal harvest of skins, and human-
leopard conflict and retaliation for livestock depredation.  
 

Overutilization for Commercial, Recreational, or Scientific Purposes 

The original analysis presented in this petition shows that between 2005 and 2014 (the most recent years 
for which complete data are available), 35,421 leopard specimens (leopards, dead or alive, and their parts 
and derivatives, the equivalent of at least 12,791 leopards), were traded internationally. Of these 12,791 
leopards traded internationally, 10,191 of these specimens were hunting trophies. 

The U.S. is the top importer of leopard specimens sourced from the wild (accounting for 45% of the total 
trade), and the vast majority of leopard specimens imported to the U.S. are hunting trophies.  From 2005-
2014, Americans imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 5,575 individuals, including 
bodies (14), live specimens (26), skins (741), and trophies (4,794). This amount is equivalent to 
approximately 44% of the global imports in leopards during this period.  

Most leopards imported into the U.S. were exported from Zimbabwe (1,745 total: 1,489 trophies and 256 
skins, 31% of total imports) and the United Republic of Tanzania (1,270 total: 1,118 trophies and 152 
skins, 23% of total imports), with South Africa (900 total: 729 trophies, 163 skins and 8 bodies, 16% of 
total imports), Namibia (654 total: 646 trophies, 5 skins, 3 bodies, 12% of total imports), Zambia (468 
total: 466 trophies and two skins, 8% of total imports), Mozambique (238 total: 133 trophies and 105 
skins, 4% of total imports), and Botswana (196 total: 191 trophies and 5 skins, 4% of total imports) also 
playing major roles in exports.  

Since the 1982 Threatened listing was put in place relaxing requirements for leopard trophy imports from 
southern Africa, there has been a dramatic increase in the number of leopard trophies imported, with 
numbers steadily rising throughout the 1990’s and peaking in 2009, when 657 trophies were imported. 
The number of leopard trophy imports has remained over 300 per year since 1999, despite prior 
commitments from FWS to only allow “very few” leopard trophies into the country. 
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Poorly managed trophy hunting is considered a major threat to the survival of leopards in sub-Saharan 
Africa, especially when it is geographically concentrated and targets individuals in their prime, who are 
territorial and reproductively active (Stein et al. 2016). Recent studies have demonstrated that trophy 
hunting caused leopard population declines in South Africa (Balme et al. 2009, Pitman et al. 2015), 
Mozambique (Jorge 2012), Tanzania (Packer et al. 2009), and Zambia (Packer et al. 2010). Concern about 
unsustainable leopard trophy hunting has resulted in South Africa banning the export of leopard trophies 
in 2016; Botswana banning all trophy hunting, including of leopard, beginning in 2014; and Zambia 
banning leopard hunting in 2013 (Stein et al. 2016). 

Leopards also continue to be poached for commercial trade, and a trend can be seen in China exporting 
for commercial purposes an average of 413 leopard “derivatives” to the U.S. each year during 2006-2010, 
which abruptly ceased in 2011, and then the trend reappeared under a different but similar wildlife term: 
“medicine”; an average of 110 “medicine” products derived from leopards being exported for commercial 
purposes from China (2012-2013) and then Hong Kong (2014). 

There is a large-scale illegal trade in leopard skins for “cultural regalia” in southern Africa, with an 
estimated 4,500-7,000 leopards killed annually to fulfill demand for skins by followers of one church 
alone (the Nazareth Baptist (Shembe) Church) (Stein et al. 2016, citing to Balme unpublished data).  

Inadequacy of Existing Regulatory Mechanisms 

Pursuant to Fish and Wildlife Service regulations, Panthera pardus is currently listed as Endangered 
across its range, with the exception of 18 countries in southern Africa where the species is listed as 
Threatened. 50 C.F.R. § 17.11. This differential geographic listing does not comport with FWS policy or 
statutory mandate, and the best available science – presented in this Petition – demonstrates that leopards 
in southern Africa, like leopards in Asia and northern Africa, are “in danger of extinction” in this 
significant portion of the species’ range. 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6).  

All leopards were originally listed as Endangered, initially to restrict the leopard fur trade (with over 
17,000 leopard hides imported into the United States from 1968-1969). 45 Fed. Reg. 19007 (March 24, 
1980). But in 1980, at the urging of trophy hunters, FWS proposed to reduce protections for leopards in 
most of Africa (even though the agency did not explain whether or why it thought that leopards in 
southern Africa were both “distinct” and “significant” such that the region constitutes a listable distinct 
population segment). See 61 Fed. Reg. 4722 (Feb. 7, 1996); 16 U.S.C. § 1532(16). And today, FWS still 
has not conducted an analysis of whether leopards in southern Africa can lawfully be listed as a distinct 
population segment. Similarly, since 1982 when it finalized the Threatened listing for African leopards, 
FWS has not conducted the mandatory five-year review for such listing, resulting in an antiquated listing 
that is not based on the best available science. 
 
In addition to the lack of scientific support for the original listing, the implementation of this listing is 
woefully inadequate to promote leopard conservation, endangering the survival of leopards in southern 
Africa. Currently, leopard trophies can be imported into the U.S. without an ESA permit, provided that 
the requirements of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species (CITES) are met. 
 
Currently, CITES has established export quotas for twelve African countries for leopard skins traded for 
personal and hunting trophy purposes, totalling 2,648 leopards per year. These quotas have dramatically 
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increased over time, with the number of leopards rising five-fold – from 460 in 1983 to 2,648 in 2016 – 
and the number of countries with export quotas rose from seven in 1983 to twelve in 2016.  
 
These quotas have no scientific basis and are not routinely reviewed to ensure that are not detrimental to 
the survival of the species. Indeed, the basis for the original and subsequent CITES export quotas for 
leopards is a model by Martin and de Meulenar (1988) that has been dismissed by modern leopard 
scientists as over-simplified as it was based on a correlation between rainfall and leopard numbers in 
savannah habitats of East Africa and used to predict leopard numbers across their entire sub-Saharan 
Africa range (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). 
 
Other Natural or Manmade Factors Affecting the Survival of the African Leopard in the Wild 

African leopards are also in danger of extinction due to other manmade factors.  Leopard population 
densities are directly related to biomass of medium and large-sized wild herbivores, the main leopard prey 
(Stein et al. 2016). However, populations of such herbivores have been severely depleted by the 
unsustainable bushmeat trade which is considered to be a major threat to the survival of the African 
leopard (Stein et al. 2016). According to Stein et al. (2016), Craigie et al. (2010) found an estimated 59% 
average decline in leopard prey populations in 78 protected areas in West, East, and Southern Africa 
between 1970 and 2005 due to commercialized bushmeat trade. Bushmeat hunting in the Congo Basin for 
local and commercial use has reduced the wild prey base, resulting in lower leopard densities and even 
the disappearance of leopards from some places (Henschel 2008, 2009). Leopard range is largely reduced 
in human-populated areas in the Democratic Republic of the Congo due illegal hunting and bushmeat 
trade (Stein et al. 2016). Bushmeat poaching in Mozambique and Zambia has severely reduced leopard 
prey inside and outside of protected areas (Stein et al. 2016).  
 
Conflict with farmers who own domestic or wild game (game ranching) is a major threat to the survival of 
the African leopard (Ray et al. 2005, Henschel 2008, Stein et al. 2016). About 60-70% of Africa’s human 
population relies on agriculture and livestock for their livelihoods, and the human population of Africa is 
expected to more than double by 2050 (Stein et al. 2016); thus, the future will likely see increasing 
numbers of people using increasing amounts of land in conflict with decreasing numbers of leopards. 
Currently, many sub-Saharan African countries allow farmers to kill predators considered to be a threat to 
life or property without first obtaining a permit; it is likely that a large number of leopards are killed but 
not reported; and the total number of leopards killed due to conflict is unknown (Stein et al. 2016). And 
indiscriminate killing, such as the poisoning of carcasses aimed at attracting and killing carnivores of any 
and all types, and the use of snares to kill other species, is also a threat to the survival of leopards 
(Henschel 2008, Jorge 2012). 
 
Conclusion 

This Petition demonstrates that leopards in southern Africa are in danger of extinction and must be listed 
as Endangered along with leopards across the remainder of the species’ range. Given the precarious plight 
of the African leopard, and due to the legal deficiencies in existing law, the Petition also asks FWS to take 
immediate action to restrict the import of African leopard hunting trophies to the U.S. 
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I. Introduction 

Pursuant to Fish and Wildlife Service (“FWS” or “the Service”) regulations, Panthera pardus is currently 
listed as Endangered across its range, with the exception of 18 countries in southern Africa where the 
species is listed as Threatened. 50 C.F.R. § 17.11. This differential geographic listing does not comport 
with FWS policy or the Endangered Species Act’s (ESA) statutory mandate, and the best available 
science – presented in this Petition – demonstrates that leopards in southern Africa are “in danger of 
extinction” in this significant portion of the species’ range. 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6).  

Leopards in Asia and northern Africa are in danger of extinction and clearly meet the statutory definition 
of Endangered, as acknowledged by FWS; however, the Service’s decades old regulation listing leopards 
in southern Africa as a Threatened species is not supported by science – indeed, such listing and the 
management decisions flowing therefrom are based almost entirely on unpublished reports from biased 
sources that have been discredited by the scientific community (as detailed in Section IV(D), infra). See 
50 C.F.R. § 17.11. 
 
This Petition describes the natural history and biology of the African leopard (Panthera pardus pardus) 
and the current status and distribution of this subspecies (with a particular focus on the sub-Saharan 
African countries where leopards are currently listed as Threatened).3 The evidence clearly shows that 
leopards in this part of the species’ range are in alarming and precipitous decline. The Petition evaluates 
the threats to the continued existence of the African leopard, including loss of habitat and prey, excessive 
and unsustainable offtake for recreational purposes, high levels of poaching and illegal trade for 
commercial and ceremonial purposes, indiscriminant killing such as through snaring, and retaliatory 
killing by poison or firearms due to a perceived or actual treat to livestock and people. The Petition also 
demonstrates how Americans engaging in unsustainable trophy hunting and international trade of African 
leopards and their parts for hunting trophies are significantly and negatively impacting the conservation 
status of the African leopard. It then explains how existing laws and regulations are inadequate to address 
the numerous and interacting threats to the African leopard today, all of which requires FWS to expand 
the Endangered listing of Panthera pardus to include all animals throughout the entirety of the species’ 
range. 

The Petition also requests that as the Service evaluates an uplisting of Threatened leopards, the Service 
immediately take action to restrict the import of leopard specimens by (1) suspending the issuance of 
CITES import permits for Panthera pardus trophies until the FWS non-detriment advice memorandum is 
reevaluated for each range country where trophy hunting occurs; and (2) rescinding the special rule 
pertaining to leopards from southern Africa (50 C.F.R. § 17.40(f)) to require ESA permits for all 
otherwise prohibited activities, consistent with 50 C.F.R. § 17.31(a). 
 
 
 

                                                           
3 Notably, because the boundary line that FWS drew “south of and including…Gabon, Congo, Zaire, Uganda, 
Kenya” does not have any biological basis, much of the published literature refers to the African leopard subspecies 
as a whole or to specific countries within the subspecies’ continental range. To the extent possible, this Petition 
focuses on the science pertaining to leopards in the range countries where the Threatened listing applies (which 
encompass the vast majority of the species’ range on the African continent). 
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II. Status and Distribution  

The leopard is the most wide-ranging species of wild cats. The species’ historic range extended from the 
Cape of Good Hope in South Africa through the Middle East and Southeast Asia to the Amur Peninsula 
in Russia (Nowell and Jackson 1996). According to the International Union for Conservation of Nature 
(IUCN), there are nine extant leopard subspecies, though the species’ taxonomy is currently under review 
by the IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group: Panthera pardus pardus (Africa), Panthera pardus nimr 
(Arabia), Panthera pardus saxicolor (Central Asia), Panthera pardus melas (Java), Panthera pardus 
kotiya (Sri Lanka), Panthera pardus fusca (Indian sub-continent), Panthera pardus delacourii (southeast 
Asia into southern China), Panthera pardus japonensis (northern China), and Panthera pardus orientalis 
(Russian Far East, Korean peninsula and north-eastern China). 
 
A new IUCN status review of Panthera pardus was just released (Stein et al. 2016) and classifies the 
species as Vulnerable (demonstrating that the species is more imperilled than it was in 2008, when the last 
IUCN assessment classified the species as Near Threatened, Henschel et al. 2008). The 2016 status 
review also continues to recognize that three Asian subspecies of leopards are Critically Endangered (P. 
p. orientalis, P. p. nimr, and P. p. melas), and two subspecies are Endangered (P. p. kotiya and P. p. 
saxicolor).  
 
The IUCN Red List status of the leopard demonstrates the precipitous deterioration of the status of the 
leopard over the past 15 years: in 2002, the species was considered Least Concern; in 2008, Near 
Threatened; and in 2016, Vulnerable (Stein et al. 2016). The most recent IUCN Red List assessment lists 
persecution, habitat fragmentation, an increase in illegal wildlife trade, excessive take for ceremonial use 
of skins, prey base declines, and poorly managed trophy hunting as major threats to the survival of the 
species (Stein et al. 2016).  
 
Regarding African leopard populations specifically, the subpopulation of North Africa potentially 
qualifies as Critically Endangered due to very small and declining number of mature individuals; since 
the previous IUCN assessment in 2008, leopards likely have become extinct in Morocco and Algeria 
(Stein et al. 2016). In sub-Saharan Africa, the leopard population has declined by >30% in the past three 
generations, potentially qualifying the sub-Saharan population of the subspecies as Vulnerable (Stein et 
al. 2016); this decline was caused by a 21% loss of leopard habitat in sub-Saharan Africa over the past 25 
years, and 59% decline in prey loss in protected areas. At the regional level within sub-Saharan Africa, 
Stein et al. (2016) infer a >50% loss of leopard populations in East and West Africa, due to leopard prey 
reduction by 52% and 85% in those regions, respectively. In southern Africa, populations in Angola, 
Zambia, Mozambique, Zimbabwe, and South Africa appear to be decreasing (Stein et al. 2016). In 
addition to habitat loss and loss of prey base, Stein et al. (2016) recognize two other major threats to 
leopards in sub-Saharan Africa: conflict with farmers over real or potential killing of domesticated 
livestock or farmed wild animals (game farming or game ranching); and poorly managed trophy hunting 
especially when it is concentrated geographically and when it targets individuals in their prime, who are 
territorial and reproductively active. 
 
Regarding the total population size for the African leopard subspecies, according to the 2008 IUCN 
assessment (Henschel et al. 2008), “there are no reliable continent-wide estimates of population size in 
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Africa, and the most commonly cited estimate of over 700,000 leopards in Africa (Martin and de 
Meulenaer 1988) is flawed” (emphasis added). Similarly, the 2016 IUCN assessment states that “reliable 
data on Leopard population trends are missing from large portions of their range” but that “Leopards are 
declining throughout most of their range” and “populations have become reduced and isolated, and they 
are now extirpated from large portions of their historic range.” (Stein et al. 2016). 
 
The most recent scientific publication on leopard status and distribution (Jacobson et al. 2016a) stated, 
“Earlier Africa-wide assessments of population size (Myers, 1976; Eaton, 1977; Martin & De Meulenaer, 
1988; Shoemaker, 1993) employed questionable population models based on scant field data and were 
widely criticized as being unrealistic (Hamilton, 1981; Jackson, 1989; Norton,1990; Bailey, 1993)” (p. 2). 
Jacobson et al. (2016a) did not provide an African leopard population size estimate saying, “Lack of 
empirical field data on distribution status and population size has prevented a range-wide population 
estimate” (p. 2).  
 
However, recent estimates and trends are available (Table 1) for some of the 18 range countries where 
leopards are currently listed as Threatened, an area that encompasses the vast majority of the species’ 
current range on the African continent (Figure 1).    
 
Table 1. Recent estimates of leopard population sizes and trends in countries where the population 
is listed as ESA Threatened.   
 
Country Recent Estimated Leopard Population Size, Status and/or Trend 
Angola Stein et al. (2016) state that Angola has declining but healthy leopard populations 

outside of areas with increased human development and intensive conflict with 
humans. However, Jacobson et al. (2016b) state that there are no recent publications 
regarding the presence of leopards in Angola and, while there are likely many 
leopards, there are no scientific data. 

Botswana  Botswana’s 2003 Predator Strategy estimated between 4,404 and 6,830 leopards 
existed in the country (Jacobson et al. 2016b) where there is a continuous leopard 
population in the North and West” (Stein et al. 2016). 

Burundi Jacobson et al. (2016b) consider the leopard to be “possibly present” in Burundi but 
much of the country is converted to agriculture with high human population densities 
and low wild prey densities. 

Republic of 
the Congo 

Leopards are present in many protected areas but they are threatened by the illegal 
leopard skin trade which is supplied by specialized leopard hunters, particularly in 
northeast Congo (Jacobson et al. 2016b). 

Democratic 
Republic of 
the Congo 

The leopard is “likely still widespread” in the Democratic Republic of the Congo but 
there is little recent information on leopards and densities are unknown (Jacobson et 
al. 2016b). A large and growing human population has diminished leopard prey 
populations through excessive and unsustainable bushmeat harvesting practices 
(Jacobson et al. 2016b). Stein et al. (2016) state that leopard range has already been 
reduced due to bushmeat hunting.  

Gabon  Henschel (2010) estimated Gabon’s leopard population to be 5,910 animals. 
Leopards are “found throughout the country with small absent pockets in the 
southeast and southwest” (Stein et al. 2016). Jacobson et al. (2016b) said that the 
country likely still supports significant leopard populations, with populations in 
virtually all protected areas; however, intensive bushmeat hunting has caused 
leopards to disappear from some areas (Jacobson et al. 2016b).  
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Country Recent Estimated Leopard Population Size, Status and/or Trend 
Kenya Jacobson et al. (2016b) consider the leopard to be widely distributed in Kenya, but 

threats include poisoning by local herders near Amboseli, human-wildlife conflict 
near Hell’s Gate and Ruma, and some isolated cases of “trophy poaching.” Stein et 
al. (2016) considers the distribution of leopards in East Africa, including Kenya, to 
have been reduced; however, leopards are found throughout the west, central and 
southern portions of Kenya (Stein et al. 2016). 

Lesotho Jacobson et al. (2016b) and Stein et al. (2016) consider the leopard in Lesotho to be 
“possibly extinct.” 

Malawi Jacobson et al. (2016b) consider the leopard in Malawi to be present in some areas; 
however, no recent scientific publications on the size and trend of the population are 
available. 

Mozambique Stein et al. (2016) state that Mozambique has a declining but healthy leopard 
populations outside of areas with increased human development and intensive 
human-leopard conflict. Jacobson et al. (2016b) note that the Mozambican Civil War 
(1977 to 1992) depleted wildlife around the country; however, while leopards are 
found in many places, their populations are poorly monitored and largely unknown. 
Jorge (2012) studied the leopard population of Niassa National Reserve and found 
leopard densities there were comparable with those in Central and Southern Africa; 
however, trophy hunting offtake combined with illegal offtake was unsustainable. 

Namibia  Stein et al. (2016) stated that leopards inhabit most of the country with the exception 
of the highly populated northern region, the arid southeast farmlands and the desert 
coast. According to Jacobson et al. (2016b), the Ministry of Environment and 
Tourism updated their Large Carnivore Atlas in 2010 with the results indicating that 
leopards are the most widely distributed large carnivore in Namibia, although absent 
from 30% of their historic range in the country, with a population size of 14,154 
(range of 13,356 - 22,706) (according to Stein et al. 2011), which is an increase of 
110% from 2004 when the previous Atlas was conducted. Leopard-human conflict 
and poorly managed trophy hunting are threats to the species in Namibia (Jacobson 
et al. 2016b). 

Rwanda Jacobson et al. (2016b) state that there are no recent publications regarding the status 
or presence of leopards in Rwanda and that a lot of the country has been converted to 
agriculture and has high human population densities. 

South Africa  Leopards are found on borders with Namibia, Botswana, Zimbabwe and 
Mozambique, with dense populations in the Limpopo region, and they are also found 
in the Cape provinces (Stein et al. 2016). The population is decreasing from previous 
estimates especially in areas with human development and intensive human-leopard 
conflict (Stein et al. 2016). Swanepoel et al. (2014) estimated that there were 4,476 
leopards in South Africa. According to Jacobson et al. (2016b), there is no national 
monitoring program for leopards and current trade and trophy hunting quotas may 
lead to population decline and possible extinction in certain areas. Indeed, recently 
Pitman et al. (2015) studied leopard offtake in Limpopo Province and found it to 
exceed that which is considered sustainable. South Africa banned export of leopards 
for 2016 as they did not have enough information to make a finding of non-detriment 
required under CITES for leopard exports.  

Swaziland There are no recent publications on the size or trend of the leopard population in 
Swaziland (Jacobson et al. 2016b). 

Tanzania   Leopards remain widely distributed in Tanzania although only a few studies have 
established scientifically-based leopard densities or population trends (Jacobson et 
al. 2016b). The leopard population is declining and has been reduced in Tanzania 
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Country Recent Estimated Leopard Population Size, Status and/or Trend 
(Jacobson et al. 2016b, Stein et al. 2016) driven, in part, by excessive offtake for 
trophy hunting (Packer et al. 2009, Jacobson et al. 2016b). 

Uganda Although apparently present in many areas (Jacobson et al. 2016b, Stein et al. 2016), 
the Uganda Wildlife Authority reported in 2010 that leopards are ‘likely to have 
declined even more drastically [relative to other species of concern] because of their 
widespread presence outside protected areas’ and estimated that the population may 
be lower than 150-200 individuals (Jacobson et al. 2016b). 

Zambia Zambia’s leopard population has declined with leopards disappearing from areas 
with increased human development and in areas with high human-leopard conflict 
(Stein et al. 2016). Leopards are present in some National Parks and game 
management areas, but absent in others (Jacobson et al. 2016b). Zambia banned 
leopard hunting in 2013 and 2014, but reinstated it in 2015 and 2016 (Jacobson et al. 
2016, supplemental document 1, country profiles). 

Zimbabwe  Leopards exist in many conservation areas but no assessment of the national 
population exists (Jacobson et al. 2016b). Populations are declining and leopards are 
disappearing in areas with high human impact and human-leopard conflict (Stein et 
al. 2016). Williams et al. (2016b) extrapolated the results of a study of the impact of 
government land reform policies on the leopard population of Save Valley 
Conservancy to the remainder of the country, estimating Zimbabwe’s leopard 
population size to be 626 at minimum and 6,716 at maximum in 2008, a decrease of 
69% and 58%, respectively, compared to minimum and maximum population 
estimates from 2000.   

 
The most recently published scientific paper containing an assessment of the status and distribution of the 
species (Jacobson et al. 2016a) found that P. pardus pardus, the African leopard, has lost 48-67% of its 
range, from a historical range of 19,751,400 km2 to between 6,613,000-10,219,200 km2 today (Jacobson 
et al. 2016b) (Figure 1). Jacobson et al. (2016a) state, “even for this relatively widespread subspecies, 
there is still substantial cause for concern across large portions of its range.” The African leopard 
subspecies existed historically in 47 range States, but exists in only 38 today, and thus has been extirpated 
from nine countries (Jacobson et al. 2016c): Mauritania, Togo, and Tunisia; Gambia, Lesotho, and 
Morocco (possibly extinct); and Algeria, Burundi, and Mali (possibly present) (Jacobson et al. 2016c).  
Regarding Panthera pardus as a whole, Jacobson et al. (2016a) state, “Contrary to the pervasive 
impression of the leopard as being one of the most widespread, adaptable and resilient carnivores, our 
calculated range loss of 63–75% exceeds the average range loss documented for the world’s largest 
carnivores (53% for 17 species; Ripple et al., 2014).”  
 
See also Declaration of Dr. Jane Goodall, ¶ 8 (“It is absolutely clear that leopards – like most wildlife in 
Africa – are at greater risk of extinction today than they were in 1982 when the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service listed southern African leopards as Threatened. In the nearly six decades during which I have 
learned a great deal about wildlife in Tanzania and other African countries, the human population has 
more than doubled, resulting in rapidly vanishing wildlife habitat, wiping out forests and grasslands 
essential to sustain leopards and their prey. Large mammals – like leopards and chimpanzees – play 
essential roles in their ecosystems, and in order to preserve these magnificent animals in perpetuity it will 
require all nations to exercise their full power to promote the conservation of imperiled species.”); 
Declaration of Dereck Joubert, ¶ 9 (“There is no reason to believe that the population trend for leopards is 
significantly different to those of other big cats in Africa, all of which indicate a 95% decline over the 
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past 50 years. Our own findings coincide with that hypothesis and in many areas I have surveyed, in 
particular where there is hunting, leopard have declined significantly. Territories have been disrupted and 
breeding has been suppressed. It is unlikely that there are more than 50,000 leopards in Africa today. 
Indeed, based on my experience over the last 30 years working with leopards, the population has 
significantly decreased in that time.”). 
 
The most recent IUCN assessment of the leopard (Stein et al. 2016) agrees largely with the findings of 
Jacobson et al. (2016a) with regard to range loss over the past three leopard generations (22.3 years); they 
estimated a 61% range loss for the species across its range (from 21,953,435 km2 in the 2008 IUCN 
assessment to 8,515,935 km2 in the 2016 assessment); a 21% range loss in sub-Saharan Africa; a 97% 
range loss in North Africa; a “dramatically reduced” range in West Africa; “substantial range declines” in 
West, Central, and East Africa; and a 21% range loss in southern Africa. Stein et al. (2016) attributes the 
range declines in West, Central, and East Africa to habitat loss and fragmentation which threaten the 
survival of leopards because they “require large, contiguous habitats with low human impacts to 
reproduce successfully” (Stein et al. 2016). Other factors contributing to range loss in Africa are prey 
reductions due to the illegal and unsustainable bushmeat trade, illegal harvest of skins, and human-
leopard conflict and retaliation for livestock depredation. 
 

Figure 1. Historic and present distribution of the leopard in Africa with red line demarcation 
between ESA Endangered and ESA Threatened populations.

 
Source: Jacobson et al. 2016d (ESA demarcation added). 
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III. Natural History and Biology  
 
A.  Species Description 
 
The following account of the species is sourced from Stein and Hayssen (2013). The leopard is the 
smallest of the large cats in the genus Panthera, though there are variations in sizes of leopards across 
their range. Males are generally larger than females – for example, mean length of head and body for 
males in Namibia is 132 cm, and females 106.5 cm (based on two samples of each sex); weight of 47 
males from India, Ivory Coast, Namibia and South Africa was 30.9-62.6 kg, and for 34 females 21.2-54.0 
kg. Fur color varies from yellow to black and is soft and thick and leopards living in colder climates have 
longer hair. Spots occur on the muzzle and forehead and the whisker spots can be used to identify 
individuals. The spots become a rosette pattern from the neck and shoulders to the rump and tail. Irregular 
spots are found from the elbow and knee to the feet and along the ventral side of the torso. Eye color 
varies from yellow to blue. Leopards have well-developed musculature on the neck, forelimbs and chest 
and can drag a carcass more than double the leopard’s body weight up a tree. They have five toes on the 
front feet and four on the back, with the first toe on the inside of the front used only for bringing down 
prey. Leopards can reach a maximum speed of 60 km per hour, make horizontal leaps of 6 m, and vertical 
leaps of 3 m. 
 
B. Reproduction and Mortality 
 
Leopards have a polygynous mating system; both sexes are territorial; males have a territory that includes 
territories of several females; both sexes defend their territories against individuals of the same sex 
although there is some overlap (Balme and Hunter 2013). 
 
According to Stein and Hayssen (2013)’s description of Panthera pardus across its entire range, some 
populations have a distinctive mating season (e.g. November-December in Nepal) but leopards mate year-
round in South Africa. Females attract males through scent marks and vocalizations. When mating, males 
associate with females for 1-4 days. Mean length of estrus is 5-13 days, gestation is 88-112 days, lactation 
occurs for 114-130 days, den emergence happens in 42 days, independence occurs at 13 months. The 
interbirth interval is 3.5-45 months, with most intervals 8-12 months. Females have four mammae and 
litter size is 1-6 with a mode of 2. Females first mate at 23-32 months, first births occur at 27-52 months, 
and males can first sire young at 1.5 years. Infanticide can occur when territorial males that likely sired 
the young are removed before cubs reach independence. Juveniles remain with their mothers for 12-18 
months. Female young take over a portion of their mother’s range, while young males disperse. 
 
Lindsey and Chikerema-Mandisodza (2012) describes the reproduction of African leopard specifically 
(Panthera pardus pardus). The African leopard has a low reproductive rate and is long-lived. They reach 
sexual maturity at 3-4 years, have on average two cubs per litter, have a mean lifetime reproduction of 4.1 
cubs/female, have an inter-birth interval of 25 months for successful litters, have a lifespan of 19 years for 
females and 14 years for males, have a generation time of 7 years, and have an adult sex ratio of 1.6 
females/males. There is a 63% mortality of cubs prior to independence. 
 
As described Braczkowski et al. (2015a), the African leopard subspecies (Panthera pardus pardus) is 
considered to be a solitary species (except for mothers and their cubs and males and females when 
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mating), but they live in a social system that is highly dependent on long-term relationships. When 
individuals are removed from a population and new immigrants enter the population this destabilizes the 
social system and leads to fighting and infanticide by new males. In populations where fathers remain 
present, cub survival and reproductive output of the population are higher than in populations where this 
is not the case. In addition, in stable populations female leopards give birth at a younger age, spend more 
time with dependent young, and produce more litters. 
 
Longevity is 10-15 years in the wild; annual adult mortality averaged 19% in Kruger National Park of 
which 30% were old males, 17% old females, 17% prime males, 10% prime females; 64% died of 
starvation (Nowell and Jackson 1996). 
 
C. Hunting and Feeding 
 
According to Stein and Hayssen (2013), Panthera pardus consume a wide variety of animals of all types 
and sizes, from beetles to large antelopes. Preferred prey are 10-40 kg but they can feed on larger prey 
(>150 kg). In Africa, leopards prey on impala, springbok, duiker, nyala, and warthogs, and rodents. 
Females and cubs tend to prey on smaller animals. Leopards attack prey by stalking and pouncing – 
smaller prey are killed by a bite on the head or nape of the neck; larger prey by a bite on the throat. Once 
prey animals are killed, they are eaten on the spot, or dragged to trees, bushes or caves where they are 
cached. Leopards can be active at night or during the day (i.e., in Kenya and South Africa, 66% of activity 
is nocturnal). Generally, leopard home range size varies according to prey availability with larger home 
ranges where prey availability is low. Females have smaller home range sizes than males (e.g., in Tai 
National Park, Ivory Coast, males had a home range size of 32-46 km2 and females 14-26 km2). 
 
IV. Panthera pardus is Endangered Across its Range Pursuant to the ESA Listing Criteria 
 
The main threats to the survival of leopards across their range are habitat loss and fragmentation, conflict 
with humans, loss of prey, killing for the illegal trade in skins and parts and, for P. pardus pardus, 
unsustainable trophy hunting (Jacobson et al. 2016a). See also Stein et al. 2016 (“Evidence suggests that 
Leopard populations have been dramatically reduced due to continued persecution with increased human 
populations (Thorn et al. 2013, Selvan et al. 2014), habitat fragmentation (UN 2014), increased illegal 
wildlife trade (Datta et al. 2008), excessive harvesting for ceremonial use of skins (G. Balme pers. comm. 
2015), prey base declines (Hatton et al. 2001, du Toit 2004, Fusari and Carpaneto 2006, Datta et al. 2008, 
Lindsey et al. 2014, Selvan et al. 2014) and poorly managed trophy hunting (Balme et al. 2009)”). Based 
on these threats, leopards in southern Africa must be included in the Endangered listing for Panthera 
pardus. 
 
Notably, the IUCN concludes that “[m]ost of the factors driving Lion population declines (e.g., habitat 
loss and fragmentation, retaliatory killing due to conflict, poorly managed trophy hunting) also affect 
Leopards.” (Stein et al. 2016). Just as the Service has recently taken action to prohibit the import of 
African lion trophies unless the ESA’s enhancement standard is met (50 C.F.R. § 17.40(r)), the Service 
must take action to address the impact that Americans are having on the decline of the leopard. 
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A. Present or Threatened Destruction, Modification, or Curtailment of Habitat 
 
African populations of the leopard have experienced significant and ongoing curtailment of range. As 
noted above, the most recently published assessment of the status and distribution of the species 
(Jacobson et al. 2016a) found that P. pardus pardus, the African leopard, has lost 48-67% of its range, 
from a historical range of 19,751,400 km2 to between 6,613,000-10,219,200 km2 today (Jacobson et al. 
2016b) (Figure 1). In North Africa, P. pardus pardus has lost 93.9-99% of its historic range (from 
605,300 km2 historically to 5,800-37,000 km2 today); in West Africa, the range loss is 86-95% (3,505,000 
km2 to 196,000-483,100 km2); in Central Africa, the range loss is 45-66% (6,101,100 km2 to 2,081,900-
3,379,700 km2); in East Africa, the range loss is 40-60% (3,626,300 km2 to 1,457,200-2,003,300 km2); 
and in Southern Africa, the range loss is 28-51% (5,913,800 km2 to 2,872,200-4,270,800 km2) (Jacobson 
et al. 2016b). Jacobson et al. (2016a) state, “even for this relatively widespread subspecies, there is still 
substantial cause for concern across large portions of its range.” The subspecies existed historically in 47 
range States, but exists in only 38 today, and thus has been extirpated from nine countries (Jacobson et al. 
2016c): Mauritania, Togo, and Tunisia; Gambia, Lesotho, and Morocco (possibly extinct); and Algeria, 
Burundi, and Mali (possibly present) (Jacobson et al. 2016c).  
 
The most recent IUCN assessment of the leopard (Stein et al. 2016) agrees largely with the findings of 
Jacobson et al. (2016) with regard to range loss over the past three leopard generations (22.3 years); they 
estimated a 61% range loss for the species across its range (from 21,953,435 km2 in the 2008 IUCN 
assessment to 8,515,935 km2 in the 2016 assessment); a 21% range loss in sub-Saharan Africa; a 97% 
range loss in North Africa; a “dramatically reduced” range in West Africa; “substantial range declines” in 
West, Central, and East Africa; and a 21% range loss in southern Africa. Stein et al. (2016) attributes the 
range declines in West, Central, and East Africa to habitat loss and fragmentation which threaten the 
survival of leopards because they “require large, contiguous habitats with low human impacts to 
reproduce successfully” (Stein et al. 2016). Other factors contributing to range loss in Africa are prey 
reductions due to the illegal and unsustainable bushmeat trade, illegal harvest of skins, and human-
leopard conflict and retaliation for livestock depredation. 
 
Contributing to this immense and ongoing loss of range is the collapse in prey species’ populations due to 
commercial bushmeat harvest of herbivores which, in addition to outright habitat destruction, destroys the 
suitability of habitats for leopards whose density is dependent on the availability of prey (Stein et al. 
2016). Thus, the African leopard is in danger of extinction due to habitat loss. 
 
B. Overutilization for Commercial, Recreational, or Scientific Purposes 
 
A valuable source of information on the utilization of leopards for commercial, recreational or scientific 
purposes is the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species (CITES) Trade Database. The 
182 CITES Parties are required to file annual reports with the CITES Secretariat on the import, export, 
re-export, and introduction from the sea of CITES-listed species. These reports are compiled into an 
electronic, searchable trade database, known as the CITES Trade Database, which is available to the 
public on the CITES website (www.cites.org).  
 

http://www.cites.org/
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This database can be used to determine the level of currently-legal international trade as well as the types 
and sources of leopards and their parts that are involved.  In the context of CITES, international trade 
includes commercial trade as well as trade associated with breeding, circus or travelling exhibition, 
education, enforcement, trophy hunting, medicinal, personal use, reintroduction, scientific research, and 
for zoological exhibition. By examining the documented purposes of trade, the CITES trade database can 
be used to evaluate the reasons behind the movement of leopards and their parts across international 
borders by humans. The database also includes the source of African leopards and their parts in 
international trade, whether captive-bred, captive-born, illegal, pre-Convention, ranch-raised, or wild. 
While the CITES trade database is the principal source of information on international trade in leopards 
and their parts, it does not contain information on domestic use of leopards or their parts for commercial, 
recreational, or scientific purposes; nor does it account for poaching and illegal trade, except where illicit 
international trade has resulted in a seizure. 
 
The leopard is clearly over-utilized for commercial and recreational purposes and must be listed as 
Endangered based on this criterion. The original analysis presented in this petition shows that between 
2005 and 2014 (the most recent years for which complete data are available), 35,421 leopard specimens 
(leopards, dead or alive, and their parts and derivatives, the equivalent of at least 12,791 leopards), were 
traded internationally for all purposes (Annex 4, Table 1). This figure was derived by adding the figures 
for four types of specimens that likely represent one leopard each: bodies, skins, live, and trophies. Skulls 
and bones were not included in this calculation because after leopards are hunted, their skin is usually 
removed, leaving the skull and other bones and body parts; in this analysis, the skin or trophy is used to 
represent a leopard, not the skull or bones. The most commonly-traded items were derivatives (13,968), 
trophies (10,211), specimens (4,352), skulls (2,045) and skins (1,928) (Annex 4, Table 1). Other leopard 
specimens in trade include live animals (550), medicine (538), bones (405), claws (381), small leather 
products (287), and hair (238), as well as smaller numbers of bodies, bone pieces, carvings, cloth, feet, 
garments, hair products, large leather products, plates, skeletons, skin pieces, tails, and teeth  (Annex 4, 
Table 1).  
 
Global gross imports of African leopards reported as bodies, trophies, skins and live for the period of 
2005 to 2014 total 12,791, including imports of 134 bodies, 549 live leopards, 1,916 skins, and 10,191 
trophies (see Table 2).  

Table 2. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus Bodies, Live, Skins, And Trophies, All Purposes, All 
Sources, 2005-2014. 
 

Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Totals 
Bodies 7 0 9 10 22 19 24 24 9 11 135 

Live 37 44 45 42 48 75 79 68 67 44 549 

Skins 73 162 61 75 234 236 353 467 226 29 1,916 

Trophies 1235 1134 1064 1291 1405 993 769 984 718 598 10,191 

Totals 1,352 1,340 1,179 1,418 1,709 1,323 1,225 1,543 1,020 682 12,791 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus, all countries, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 
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Of this trade from all sources, 19,909 leopard specimens, reported as being from a wild source – the 
equivalent of at least 11,959 leopards (adding bodies, live, skins, trophies) – were traded internationally 
for all purposes (Annex 4, Table 2). Wild sourced specimens accounted for 56.2% of specimens in trade 
(19,909 of 35,421) and 93.5% of leopards in trade (11,959 of 12,791). Of this trade, the U.S. imported 
8,553 wild leopard specimens, the equivalent of at least 5,382 leopards (Annex 4, Table 3), which is 45% 
of wild leopards traded during the period. Indeed, the U.S. is the top importer of wild leopard specimens 
with other leading importers being France (1188 specimens representing at least 1,055 leopards), South 
Africa (1,224 specimens representing at least 839 leopards), Spain (823 specimens representing at least 
614 leopards) and Germany (3,411 specimens representing at least 527 leopards) (Annex 4, Table 3). The 
top countries export of wild leopards and their parts were Zimbabwe (3,568 specimens representing at 
least 2,898 leopards), Tanzania (3,355 specimens representing at least 2,877 leopards), Namibia (4,308 
specimens representing at least 1,796 leopards), and South Africa (2,805 specimens representing at least 
1,601 leopards) (Annex 4, Table 5).  
 
From 2005 through 2014, leopards and their parts from the following additional sources were traded 
internationally:  

 1,064 captive-bred4 leopards and their parts, the equivalent of at least 510 leopards, including 8 
bodies, 473 live, 18 skins, 554 specimens, and 11 trophies (Annex 4, Tables 6 and 7).  

 32 captive-born5 leopards and their parts, the equivalent of at least 31 leopards, including 25 live, 
1 skull, and 6 trophies (Annex 4, Table 8). 

 217 pre-convention6 leopards and their parts, the equivalent of at least 127 leopards, including 
101 skins, 13 skin pieces, 5 bodies, and 21 trophies (Annex 4, Table 9). 

 16 ranched7 leopards and their parts, the equivalent of at least 10 leopards, including 8 live, 1 skin 
and 1 trophy (Annex 4, Table 10). 

 14,169.5 confiscated/seized8 leopards and their parts, the equivalent of at least 219 leopards, 
including 180 trophies, 38 skins, 74 skin pieces, 28 teeth, 538 medicines, 12,906.5 derivatives, 
269 small leather products, 14 claws, and 50 bones (Annex 4, Table 11). 

 91 unknown source9 leopards and their parts, the equivalent of at least 15 leopards, including 25 
derivatives, 35 specimens, 1 body, 6 live, and 18 skins (Annex 4, Table 12). 

 
1. Trade for Commercial Purposes 

Panthera pardus is listed on CITES Appendix I and international trade for primarily commercial 
purposes is not allowed under the treaty. Nonetheless, from 2005 to 2014, 3,522 African leopard 
specimens, the equivalent of at least 135 individual leopards, were traded internationally for commercial 
purposes (Annex 4, Table 13); this equates to 9.9% of the leopard specimens traded over this period 
(3,522 of 35,421) and 1% of leopards (135 of 12,791). The vast majority of these specimens were 
derivatives (2,683); others included medicine (331), and small leather products (266); but bodies (11), 
                                                           
4 CITES source code C; none were traded under source code D. Information on the CITES Source Codes is in 
CoP16 Conf. 12.3 § I(i) (2002), available at https://cites.org/eng/res/12/12-03R16.php.  
5 CITES source code F. 
6 CITES source code O. 
7 CITES source code R. 
8 CITES source code I. 
9 CITES source code U. 

https://cites.org/eng/res/12/12-03R16.php
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skins (72), live specimens (39), trophies (13) and also skin pieces (69), feet (29), garments (14), teeth 
(14), skulls (8), carvings (7), claws (7), specimens (2), large leather products (1), and cloth (1) were also 
reported in trade (Annex 4, Table 13).  
 
Of the leopard specimens internationally traded for commercial purposes, 3,358 (95%) were imported by 
the U.S (Annex 4, Table 14). However, upon closer inspection of FWS records, many of these were 
seized by the U.S. and reported in their annual report to the CITES Secretariat which is why they appear 
in the CITES Trade Database (Annex 4, Table 15). For example, from 2005-2014, a total of 2,482 leopard 
derivatives (2,151 or 80% of the total exported to the U.S. for commercial purposes) and medicine (331 or 
100% of the total exported to the U.S. for commercial purposes) products were seized upon import into 
the U.S. These data further show that China exported, on average, 413 leopard “derivatives” to the U.S. 
each year during 2006-2010 for commercial purposes. This trade abruptly ceased in 2011, and then the 
trend reappeared under a different but similar wildlife term: “medicine”; an average of 110 “medicine” 
products derived from leopards being exported for commercial purposes from China (2012-2013) and 
then Hong Kong (2014) (Annex 4, Table 16).  
 
However, substantial trade in leopard specimens for commercial purposes did not result in confiscations 
or seizures. For example, while 72 skins were internationally traded 2005-2014 (Annex 4, Table 13), only 
9 were confiscated or seized as illegal imports during this period (Annex 4, Table 15). Similarly, of 8 
bodies and 7 carvings so traded, none were seized; of 14 garments, 5 were seized; of 8 skulls, 1 was 
seized; of 14 teeth, 4 were seized; and of 13 trophies, none were seized. 

Most leopard specimens traded internationally for commercial purposes and confiscated or seized 
globally, originated in China (Annex 4, Table 17). China is, by far, the country that exported the most 
leopard specimens for commercial purposes 2005-2014 (Annex 4, Table 18); as noted previously, most of 
these were derivatives and medicines that were imported by the U.S. and confiscated or seized. 

Leopards continue to be poached for commercial trade. Both skins and canine teeth are widely traded 
domestically in some Central and West African countries, and these are sold openly in villages and cities 
(Henschel 2008). Chapman and Balme (2010) found that leopard poaching occurs in the Zululand Rhino 
Reserve in northern KwaZulu-Natal province of South Africa and is increasing. They said, “There is 
evidence that targeted poaching for leopards is increasing in the region; the skins of 58 individuals were 
seized in the nearby Mkhuze district in 2004 and a further 91 skins were seized in the same area in 2009 
(Hunter et al., in press).” (p. 119).  According to Stein et al. (2016, citing to Balme unpublished data), 
“preliminary data suggest that the illegal trade in Leopard skins for cultural regalia is rampant in southern 
Africa. It is suggested that 4,500-7,000 Leopards area harvested annually to fuel the demand for Leopards 
skins by followers of the Nazareth Babtist (Shembe) Church only.” Jorge (2012) found that the illegal off-
take of leopards in Niassa National Reserve, Mozambique, was unsustainable and, when combined with 
off-take for trophy hunting, was negatively affecting leopard populations; skins are illegally traded locally 
for USD 83, an amount equivalent to one month’s salary; poaching is driven by economic value of skins 
rather than human-leopard conflict which is low in the area; poachers killed an estimated 6-22% of the 
adult female population which may also have resulted in the death of cubs; poaching is a serious threat to 
conservation of leopards in the Reserve. 
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 2. Trade for Recreational Purposes 

Most leopards in trade are traded for hunting trophy purposes and leopards are clearly over-utilized for 
this purpose. From 2005 to 2014, 13,721 leopard specimens, representing at least 11,145 individual 
leopards, were traded for hunting trophy purposes (Annex 4, Table 19); this equates to 38.7% of the 
leopard specimens traded over this period (13,721 of 35,421) and 87.1% of individual leopards (11,145 of 
12,791). The most common type of specimen traded for hunting trophy purposes was “trophies” (9,495) 
followed by “skulls” (1,974) and “skins” (1,564) (Annex 4, Table 19). Most leopard specimens traded 
internationally for hunting trophy purposes were imported by the U.S. (6,695 or 48.8%); no other country 
comes near to being as large an importer as the U.S.; the next nearest country is South Africa (1,113 or 
8.1%) (Annex 4, Table 20). The top countries of export of leopard specimens for hunting trophy purposes 
were Zimbabwe (3,535 or 25.8%), Tanzania (3,088 or 22.5%), South Africa (2,291 or 16.7%), Namibia 
(1,917 or 14%) and Mozambique (1,009 or 7.4%) (Annex 4, Table 21); together these five countries 
export 60.5% of leopard specimens for hunting trophy purposes. 

Leopard trophies are also traded internationally for personal purposes with 773 so traded from 2005 
through 2014 (Annex 4, Table 22). France is, by far, the largest importer of leopard trophies for personal 
purposes, having imported 458 or 59.2%. Tanzania is, by far, the largest exporter of leopard trophies for 
personal purposes, having exported 303 or 39.1% (Annex 4, Table 23). 

Regarding leopard trophy imports to the U.S., since 1982 there has been a dramatic increase in the 
number of leopard trophies imported, with numbers steadily rising throughout the 1990’s and peaking in 
2009, when 657 trophies were imported according to data from CITES trade database (see Figure 2 
below). The number of leopard trophy imports has remained over 300 per year since 1999, indicating the 
continuing trend of the U.S. being a major importer of leopard hunting trophies in this decade. 
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Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade database, search on March 22nd, 2016 for gross imports of Panthera pardus trophies, purpose P and H, all 
sources, between 1980 and 2014. 
 
Leopard trophy hunting has increased exponentially over the past thirty years (Palazy et al. 2011). African 
leopards are highly sought after by trophy hunters (Braczkowski et al 2015b). Trophy hunting 
organizations, such as Safari Club International, offer awards to members who kill leopards, such as the 
Africa Big Five Grand Slam award, the Dangerous Game of Africa Grand Slam award, or the Cats of the 
World Grand Slam award (Shield Political Research et al. 2015). Trophy hunters routinely target the 
biggest and strongest males, but removing these animals from the breeding pool unnaturally selects for 
smaller and weaker animals (Allendorf and Hard 2009). Further, a new study demonstrates that when 
trophy hunting is sanctioned, poaching activity increases, likely due to the perception that species 
authorized for hunting are of diminished value and the perception that legal killing increases the 
acceptability of poaching (Chapron and Treves 2016). 

Generally, trophy hunting poses a threat to carnivores because their populations are difficult to monitor 
and for some species, like the African leopard, infanticide is exacerbated by removing males (Packer et al. 
2009). Simulation models predict population declines from moderate levels of trophy hunting of 
infanticidal species (Packer et al. 2009), such as leopards. Balme et al. (2010) demonstrated the impact of 
trophy hunting on infanticide in a population of leopards in South Africa; high trophy hunting offtake 
resulted in particularly high male leopard mortality and high levels of male turnover; females cannot 
successfully raise cubs because of immigration into the population of new males; the consequences were 
low cub survival rates, delayed age at first parturition, reduced conception rates, and low annual litter 
production; the combined impact of high mortality and low reproductive output led to a negative 
population growth rate. 

Trophy hunting of leopards contributes to substantial declines in populations across southern African 
range states, and therefore puts the African leopard in danger of extinction. Indeed, the 2016 IUCN 
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assessment specifically notes that “concern about unsustainable trophy hunting has lately increased” and 
cites studies concretely demonstrating that “trophy hunting was a key driver of Leopard population 
decline” (Stein et al. 2016). 

a. Biological factors render leopards sensitive to over-harvesting 

High male leopard turnover causes high rates of infanticide which are already naturally high in leopard 
populations (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). This, in turn, can cause rapid population declines (Balme et al. 
2009, Braczkowski et al. 2015a). A review of eighteen studies of leopards in southern Africa found that 
adult and subadult leopards outside of protected areas experienced significantly lower survival rates (55% 
on average) than those in protected areas (88% on average) (Swanepoel et al. 2015). In protected areas, 
adult males had a 94% survival rate, compared to 59% outside of protected areas; for adult females, 86% 
versus 57%; for subadult males, 80% vs 48%; and subadult females 93% vs 18% (Swanepoel et al. 2015). 
The main causes of mortality outside of protected areas were trophy hunting, problem animal control and 
poaching for leopard skins (Swanepoel et al. 2015). Even in protected areas, juveniles 12 months old and 
younger had a significantly lower survival rate (39%) than adults and 52% of mortalities were due to 
infanticide (Swanepoel et al. 2015). Swanepoel et al. (2015) stated that sustainability of leopard 
populations in southern Africa is of concern because mortality rates exceeding 30% for solitary 
carnivores, like leopards, could lead to population declines. Furthermore, the high female mortality rates 
outside of protected areas, where a large proportion of suitable leopard habitat exists, may have severe 
demographic effects (Swanepoel et al. 2015). 

b. Lack of a scientific basis for export and hunting quotas 
 

Leopard trophy hunting quotas have never been based on rigorous quantitative analysis in any African 
range country (Packer et al. 2010). Management of leopard hunting is hampered by lack of reliable 
population data and leopard hunting quotas are set arbitrarily and not based on science, which has led to 
population declines (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). Poorly managed trophy hunting is a significant cause of 
mortality in leopard populations (Braczkowski et al. 2015a). 
 
While South Africa took action to protect leopards from export by trophy hunters in 2016, it is the only 
country with a CITES-established export quota that has issued a negative non-detriment finding 
assessment for the African leopard to date. Moreover, South Africa is not the main exporter of leopard 
trophies; Zimbabwe, Tanzania and Namibia are the top exporters. During 2005-2014, the U.S. imported 
60% of gross leopard trophy exports from Zimbabwe, 44% of Tanzania’s exports, and 38% of Namibia’s 
exports (Figure 3).10 Therefore, the U.S. has an important role to play in ensuring that international trade 
is not detrimental to the survival of Panthera pardus, in accordance with CITES. 

 

 

 

                                                           
10 CITES, Trade Database,, available at http://trade.cites.org/ (gross export of leopard trophies for hunting trophy 
and personal purposes, and trophies for personal purpose). 
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Figure 3. Leopard trophy exports from Zimbabwe, Tanzania and Namibia, 2005-2014. 

   

Given the fact that leopard trophy hunting quotas have never been based on rigorous quantitative analysis 
in any country (Packer et al. 2010), these and other leopard exporting countries cannot be said to be 
enhancing the survival of leopards through trophy hunting – indeed, in Tanzania (Packer et al. 2009), 
Mozambique (Jorge 2012) Zambia (Packer et al. 2010) and South Africa (Balme et al. 2009, Pitman et al. 
2015), there are clear indications that leopard trophy hunting is unsustainable. 
 

c. Female leopards are hunted 

One of the most egregious practices associated with leopard trophy hunting – perhaps due to a relative 
lack in sexual dimorphism in the species – is the killing of female leopards. Killing of females is highly 
problematic as they are the key reproductive unit; also, killing of females with cubs means that those cubs 
will not reach adulthood. Trophy hunters may prefer male leopards because they are up to 60% larger 
than female leopards (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). Nonetheless, one study found that 87% of trophy 
hunters surveyed said they were willing to shoot females in order to get a trophy even though hunting 
females is illegal in most countries (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). For example, until this year, South Africa 
had no restrictions on leopard hunting by sex, age or size and was the only country allocated a CITES 
export quota that allows hunting of females; this is particularly concerning as a population viability 
analysis conducted for the South African leopard population demonstrated that the risk of extinction 
almost doubled when females were hunted (South Africa Department of Environmental Affairs 2015). 
Another study found that 28.6% of leopard trophies taken in the United Republic of Tanzania were 
females, even though only males could be legally hunted there and quotas are based on the assumption 
that only males are hunted (Spong et al. 2000). Since females most commonly die from starvation or due 
to old age or injuries, and when females are killed their cubs will die, offtake of females by trophy hunters 
is additive and more likely to adversely affect the population (Spong et al. 2000). Researchers have 
recommended that trophy hunting should be allowed only for males and that this should be strictly 
enforced (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). But even where such practice is prohibited, the prevalence of trophy 
hunting has led to illegal trophy hunting of females, such as in Mozambique (Jorge 2012). 

d. Young males are removed from the population  
 
Researchers have further recommended that trophy hunting should only be allowed for males over the age 
of seven as to allow them to reproduce successfully at least once and contribute their genes to the 
population (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). However, a study of photos on trophy hunting outfitters websites 
revealed a high frequency of animals killed between two and six years of age, who have territorial tenure 
and thus whose removal is likely to have cascading impacts (Braczkowski et al. 2015a). This is below the 
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recommended age minimum of seven years (Packer et al 2009), and it is likely that many younger animals 
or even females are killed each year (Braczkowski et al. 2015a). Jorge (2012) found that a high 
percentage of leopards killed for trophies in Niassa National Reserve, Mozambique, were under the 
recommended age of seven. Given that trophy hunters are highly motivated to obtain a kill, it is 
unreasonable to expect that an age limit will routinely be honored in the field.  
 

e. Other factors making leopard hunting unsustainable 

A study in Mozambique found that trophy hunting takes place in areas where leopard poaching also 
occurs and that the offtake from both combined were unsustainable and caused a decrease in leopard 
population density (Jorge 2012). Furthermore, in some areas of South Africa, especially in areas where 
leopard density is low, more leopards are killed by illegal retaliatory killing than by trophy hunting and 
offtake for this purpose should therefore be included in setting trophy hunting quotas (Swanepoel et al. 
2015). Pitman et al. (2015) found that legal offtake for trophy hunting and legal offtake for problem 
animal control added together exceeded a sustainable level of offtake of the leopard population in 
Limpopo Province, South Africa, the most important habitat for leopard conservation in the country; 
although offtake for problem animal control exceed offtake for trophy hunting, the authorities do not take 
the former into account when issuing trophy hunting permits; in addition, illegal offtake is considered to 
be higher than these forms of legal offtake.  

The use of dogs to hunt leopards in Zimbabwe, and a declining number of leopards killed by trophy 
hunters in Zimbabwe and Zambia (suggesting less availability in spite of insatiable demand), also raise 
concerns about management of trophy hunting (Packer et al. 2010). Hunting leopards with dogs masks 
continued population declines because the dogs increase the ability of the hunter to locate and kill 
leopards (Packer et al. 2009). 

Therefore, leopard trophy hunting is a serious threat to the existence of the species in Africa, necessitating 
an uplisting to Endangered status of leopards in southern Africa (where the vast majority of leopard 
trophy hunting occurs). See also Declaration of Dr. Jane Goodall, ¶ 9-11 (“Given the precipitous decline 
of African leopards in recent decades, and because the threats to the continued existence of Panthera 
pardus and its habitat are significant, the United States must ensure that it is not contributing to the 
imperilment of this species and do all it can to promote the conservation of leopards in Africa. Trophy 
hunters sometimes defend this malicious slaughter by claiming that the money they pay for the pleasure 
of killing is what enables impoverished countries to pay for conservation of wildlife, but this argument 
has many flaws. The money paid to hunt a leopard or other trophy animal is often counted as profit by a 
hunting outfitter and does not usually end up in a conservation program. And as the founder of an 
organization that has worked for decades on community-based conservation in Africa, I can say 
confidently that putting a bounty on the heads of individual animals is counter-productive to promoting 
their protection.”); Declaration of Dereck Joubert, ¶ 12-20 (“In my expert opinion, trophy hunting is a 
dire threat to the continued survival of the African leopard…. the activity undermines conservation, fuels 
corruption at the local levels in particular and often higher up, and causes the loss of the healthiest 
animals in the populations, animals that are key for reproduction and social cohesion of those species…. 
Each leopard that is shot as a trophy cannot be considered in isolation but as just the tip of the iceberg in a 
trickle down effect of destruction to the family and society of leopards he influences….[L]eopards across 
their African range are in danger of extinction and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service should strictly 
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regulate the import of hunting trophies and other leopard parts in order to not continue to contribute to the 
decline of this endangered species.”). 

 
 3. Trade for Scientific Purposes 

From 2005 through 2014, 4,813 leopard specimens (including bones, derivatives, hair, specimens and 
teeth), the equivalent of at least 12 leopards (bodies, live and skins), were traded internationally for 
scientific purposes (Annex 4, Table 24). In addition, several types of leopard specimens were traded for 
scientific purposes in units including weight, fluid volume and “flasks” (Annex 4, Table 24). Germany, 
U.K., U.S., and South Africa were major importers (Annex 4, Table 25) and Namibia and Russia were 
major exporters (Annex 4, Table 26) of leopard specimens for scientific purposes. 

 4. Trade for Other Purposes 

From 2005 through 2014, leopards and their parts and products were traded internationally for other 
purposes including:  

 43 live leopards for “breeding in captivity”11 (Annex 4, Table 26); South Africa (8), United Arab 
Emirates (7), Belgium (6), and Yemen (6) were the main exporters. The main importing countries 
were United Arab Emirates (16), Armenia (6), and Saudi Arabia (4) (Annex 4, Table 27). 

 712 leopards and their parts for “educational”12 purposes (Annex 4, Table 27). 
 12 leopard parts for “law enforcement/judicial/forensic”13 purposes (Annex 4, Table 28). 
 29 specimens for “medical”14 purposes (Annex 4, Table 29). 
 14 live leopards for “reintroduction or introduction into the wild”15 purposes (Annex 4, Table 30). 
 9,920.5 leopards and their parts, totaling at least 997 leopards, plus 2,435 g and 28.4082 kg of 

leopards and their parts, for “personal”16 purposes  including 773 trophies, 191 skins, 207 
medicines, 26 bodies, 50 bones, and 8476 derivatives (Annex 4, Table 31). Export of trophies for 
personal purposes was discussed in Subsection 2) above. Most skins were exported by South 
Africa, Namibia and Zimbabwe; medicines were exported from China and Hong Kong; most 
derivatives were exported by China, Hong Kong, Cambodia, Malaysia, Singapore and Viet Nam; 
most bones were exported by China (Annex 4, Table 32). Most skins were imported by Austria, 
the U.S., and Australia; most medicines were imported by U.S. (and seized as noted earlier); most 
derivatives were imported to the U.S. (and seized as noted earlier) and New Zealand (Annex 4, 
Table 33). 

 168 leopards and their parts, totaling at least 129 leopards, for “circus and travelling exhibition” 
purposes including six bodies, 113 live, nine skins and one trophy; Russia (28) and Mexico (23) 
exported the largest number of live leopards for this purpose (Annex 4, Table 34). 

                                                           
11 CITES Purpose Code B. 
12 CITES Purpose Code E. 
13 CITES Purpose Code L. 
14 CITES Purpose Code M. 
15 CITES Purpose Code N. 
16 CITES Purpose Code P. 
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 181 live leopards and one trophy for “zoo” purposes; South Africa (18), France (15), Czech 
Republic (12) and Namibia (12) exported the largest numbers of live leopards for this purpose 
(Annex 4, Table 35). 

5. International Trade from Sub-Saharan Africa Leopard Range States 

This section provides details about the export of leopards and their parts and products by sub-Saharan 
Africa range States from 2005 through 2014 (including the 18 range states where leopards are listed as 
Threatened). The following sub-Saharan Africa leopard range States did not export leopards or their parts 
or products during this period:17 Angola, Burkina Faso, Benin, Chad, Gambia, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, 
Niger, Rwanda, and Somalia. Between 2005 and 2014, 25 sub-Saharan African countries exported 
leopards and their parts and products; the top ten countries of export are in Table 3 – notably, only two 
countries where leopards are listed as Endangered are on this list (Central African Republic (CAR) and 
Ethiopia). Thus, given the major role that the U.S. plays as an importer of leopard parts, it is clear that the 
Threatened listing is facilitating trade in leopards from southern Africa, without appropriate scrutiny. 

Table 3. Top Ten Countries of Export of Panthera pardus, 2005-2014. 
 

Country of Export Individual Leopards Exported  
(bodies, live, skins, trophies) 

% of Global Exports (rounded to 
nearest whole percent) 

Zimbabwe 2,947 23 
Tanzania 2,923 23 
Namibia 1,785 14 
South Africa 1,579 12 
Zambia 866 7 
Mozambique 770 6 
Botswana 394 3 
CAR 330 3 
Ethiopia 24 <1 
DRC and 
Swaziland (tied) 12 <1 
 
 

a. Botswana 
 

Botswana exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 394 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (1), live (4), skins (16), and trophies (373) (Annex 4, Table 36). This amount is 
equivalent to 3% of the global exports in leopards during this period (394 of 12,791). All of these skins 
and the vast majority of the trophies (334 of 373) were wild-sourced and exported for hunting trophy 
purposes, 5 of the hunting trophy purpose trophies were reported as having been seized by the U.S. upon 
import, one of which originated in Mozambique. More than half (191 of 373) of the trophies and 5 of the 
skins were exported to the U.S. One trophy was reported as having been exported to South Africa for 
trophy hunting purposes but the source was reported as ranched. The remainder of the hunting trophies 
(33) were reported as wild-sourced and exported for personal purposes. Botswana also exported 4 live 
                                                           
17  CITES Trade Database searched on 23 March 2016. As indicated in bold in the text, only two countries where 
leopards are listed as Threatened – Angola and Rwanda – did not export leopards or their parts from 2005-2014. 
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leopards that were reported as having been captive-bred to South Africa in 2010 for “circus and travelling 
exhibitions” purposes.  

b. Cameroon 
 

Cameroon exported one African leopard skin between 2005 and 2014, the equivalent of one individual 
(Annex 4, Table 37). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during 
this period. The skin was wild-sourced and exported to Germany for personal purposes. 

c. Central African Republic 
 

Central African Republic exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 330 individuals 
between 2005 and 2014, including skins (4), and trophies (326) (Annex 4, Table 38). This amount is 
equivalent to approximately 3% of the global exports in leopards during this period (330 of 12,791). All 
of these skins and the vast majority of the trophies (284 of 326) were wild-sourced and exported for 
hunting trophy purposes, with the remainder of the trophies (42) being wild-sourced but imported for 
personal purposes. 60% of the trophy exports (196) went to France, while two of the trophies were 
exported to the U.S. 

d. Congo 
 

Congo exported two African leopard skins between 2005 and 2014, the equivalent of two individuals 
(Annex 4, Table 39). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during 
this period. The skins were seized upon import to the U.K. and there was no purpose recorded. 

e. Côte d’Ivoire 
 

Côte d’Ivoire exported two African leopard skins between 2005 and 2014, the equivalent of two 
individuals (Annex 4, Table 40). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in 
leopards during this period. The skins were marked as being pre-convention and imported into France for 
personal purposes. 

f. Democratic Republic of the Congo 
 

The Democratic Republic of the Congo exported twelve leopard skins between 2005 and 2014, the 
equivalent of twelve individuals (Annex 4, Table 41). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the 
global exports in leopards during this period. Ten of the skins were reported as having been exported for 
personal purposes, with all except one of those wild-sourced. The remaining skin exported for personal 
purposes was seized upon import to the U.S. Another skin exported for commercial purposes to the U.S. 
was seized upon import to the U.S., while another skin was exported to an unknown country and no 
purpose or source was recorded. 

g. Ethiopia 
 

Ethiopia exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 24 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including skins (6), trophies (18), as well as skulls (4) (Annex 4, Table 42). This amount is 
equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during this period. Five of the skins and 12 of 
the trophies were wild-sourced and exported for hunting trophy purposes, while another two trophies 
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were wild-sourced but one was exported for personal purposes and the other for commercial 
purposes.  The remaining skin was seized upon import to Norway in 2014, and no purpose was recorded. 
The four remaining trophies were exported for personal purposes but were seized upon import into the 
United Arab Emirates (2) and Bahrain (2) in 2006. The four skulls were all wild-sourced and exported to 
Canada (3) and South Africa (1) for hunting trophy purposes. 

h. Gabon 
 

Gabon exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 10 individuals between 2005 and 2014, 
including live specimens (8) and skins (2) (Annex 4, Table 43). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% 
of the global exports in leopards during this period. The two skins were seized upon import to Hungary 
and had no purpose data, while the 8 live specimens were reported as having been captive-bred and 
imported into Tunisia for zoo purposes. 

i. Ghana 
 

Ghana exported one African leopard skin between 2005 and 2014, the equivalent of one individual 
(Annex 4, Table 44). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during 
this period. The skin was exported for personal purposes in 2005 but seized upon import to the U.S., with 
the origin of the specimen marked as unknown. 

j. Kenya 
 

Kenya exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 6 individuals between 2005 and 2014, 
including skins (4) and trophies (2) (Annex 4, Table 45). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the 
global exports in leopards during this period. The skins and trophies were all wild-sourced and exported 
for personal purposes, with one skin and two trophies exported to Australia, one skin exported to the 
U.K., and two skins exported to an unknown country. 

k. Liberia 
 

Liberia exported African leopards and their products equivalent to one individual between 2005 and 2014, 
as one skin (Annex 4, Table 46). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in 
leopards during this period. 

 
l. Malawi 
 

Malawi exported three African leopard skins between 2005 and 2014, the equivalent of three individuals 
(Annex 4, Table 47). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during 
this period. The skins were all wild-sourced and exported for personal purposes, with two skins exported 
to Sri Lanka, and one to the Netherlands. 

  m. Mali 
 
Mali exported two live leopards and one skin between 2005 and 2014, the equivalent of three individuals 
(Annex 4, Table 48). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during 
this period. 
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n. Mozambique 
 

Mozambique exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 770 individuals between 2005 
and 2014, including bodies (1), skins (257), and trophies (512) (Annex 4, Table 49). This amount is 
equivalent to approximately 6% (770 of 12,791) of the global exports in leopards during this period. The 
one body as well as the vast majority of the skins (245) and trophies (461) were wild-sourced and 
exported for hunting trophy purposes. Major export destinations for trophies included the U.S. (133), 
South Africa (119), Spain (59), Portugal (43), and France (41). Major export destination countries for 
skins included the U.S. (105), South Africa (62), Spain (13), France (12), and Zimbabwe (11). Eight of 
the trophies exported for hunting trophy purposes were seized upon import into the U.S. between 2007 
and 2012. Further, one skin with no purpose reported was seized upon import to Portugal. Six skins and 
38 trophies, all wild-sourced, were exported for personal purposes, while two skins were marked as 
captive-bred and were exported for personal purposes. One skin and two trophies, all wild-sourced, were 
exported for commercial purposes; the skin was imported into the U.S. in 2013 and the trophies into 
South Africa and Zimbabwe.  

o. Namibia 
 

Namibia exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 1,785 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (25), live specimens (12), skins (83), and trophies (1,810) (Annex 4, Table 50). 
This amount is equivalent to approximately 14% of the global exports in leopards during this period 
(1,810 of 12,791). Major trophy export destination countries included the U.S. (645), Germany (259), 
Austria (92), France (84), South Africa (79), Spain (68), Russia (47), and Mexico (41). Twenty-three of 
the bodies, 58 of the skins, and 1,600 of the trophies exported were wild-sourced for hunting trophy 
purposes. One trophy exported for hunting trophy purposes to the U.S. was captive-bred, while another 
trophy exported for personal purposes to Germany was marked as pre-convention. Two of the bodies, 24 
of the skins, and 94 of the trophies exported were wild-sourced for personal purposes. 645 (~39%) of the 
total number of trophies were exported to the U.S., 622 for hunting trophy purposes and wild-sourced and 
23 that were seized upon import. In addition, one wild-sourced trophy was exported for commercial 
purposes to the U.S., while one skin exported for commercial purposes was seized upon import to the 
U.S. and another with no purpose recorded was seized upon import to the U.K. The 12 live specimens 
were wild-sourced leopards exported to Cuba for zoo purposes. 

p. Nigeria 
 

Nigeria exported 6 leopard skins between 2005 and 2014, the equivalent of six individuals (Annex 4, 
Table 51). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during this period. 
All of the skins exported were for personal purposes, and all of the exports were seized upon import to the 
U.S. (5) and Hungary (1).  

  q. Senegal 
 
Senegal exported 18 specimens between 2005 and 2014 (Annex 4, Table 52). 

r. Sierra Leone 
 

Sierra Leone exported five derivatives between 2005 and 2014 (Annex 4, Table 53). 
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s. South Africa 
 

South Africa exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 1,579 individuals between 2005 
and 2014, including bodies (44), live specimens (56), skins (290), and trophies (1,189) (Annex 4, Table 
54). This amount is equivalent to approximately 12% of the global exports in leopards during this period 
(1,579 of 12,791). Major trophy export destination countries included the U.S. (729), Spain (63), Mexico 
(53), Philippines (46), Russia (45), and France (35). Major skin export destination countries included the 
U.S. (163), Spain (29), and Canada (19). Major bodies export destination countries included Canada (11) 
and the U.S. (8), while major live specimen export destination countries included Egypt (12), Malawi 
(12), Gabon (10), and the United Arab Emirates (8). In total, the U.S. imported more than half (900) of 
the total African leopards and their products that are equivalent to individual animals exported from South 
Africa during the period examined.  

South Africa exported 5 live leopards for breeding in captivity purposes that were captive-bred sourced 
during this period, as well as one live leopard, one skin and one trophy for educational purposes that were 
captive-bred. 17 wild-sourced leopards (8 trophies and 9 bodies) were exported from South Africa for 
educational purposes. For hunting trophy purposes, 1,532 leopards were exported (two captive-bred 
leopard trophies; two F1 (born in captivity F1 and subsequent) leopard trophies; 36 leopard trophies were 
seized upon import; two trophies marked as pre-convention specimens; one marked as having been 
sourced from a ranching operation; and of wild-source specimens, 30 bodies, 260 skins, and 1,199 
trophies) from South Africa between 2005 and 2014. For purposes of reintroduction to the wild, 12 
leopards were exported (4 live leopards sourced from a ranching operation and 8 live wild-sourced 
leopards) during the period examined. For personal purposes, 117 leopards were exported (2 captive-bred 
trophies, 19 pre-convention skins, 5 pre-convention trophies, 6 wild-source bodies, 15 wild-sourced skins, 
and 80 wild-sourced trophies) from South Africa during the period examined. For commercial purposes, 7 
live leopards were exported for commercial purposes. For zoo purposes, 30 leopards were exported (22 
captive-bred live leopards, one captive-bred trophy, 5 live leopards sourced from a ranching operation, 
and two live wild-sourced leopards) from South Africa during the period examined. 

t. Sudan 
 

Sudan exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 8 individuals between 2005 and 2014, 
including live specimens (7) and skins (1) (Annex 4, Table 55). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% 
of the global exports in leopards during this period. Six of the live leopards exported were wild-sourced 
and exported for zoo purposes (4 were exported to Syria and 2 to South Africa), and the remaining live 
specimen was wild-sourced and exported for personal purposes (to Saudi Arabia). The one skin exported 
was wild-sourced and exported for personal purposes. 

u. Swaziland 
 

Swaziland exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 12 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including live specimens (1) and skins (11) (Annex 4, Table 56). This amount is equivalent to less 
than 1% of the global exports in leopards during this period. 
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v. Togo 
 

Togo exported one leopard skin that was seized upon import to Spain, with no purpose recorded, during 
the period examined, the equivalent of one individual (Annex 4, Table 57). This amount is equivalent to 
less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during this period. 

w. The United Republic of Tanzania 
 

The United Republic of Tanzania exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 2,923 
individuals between 2005 and 2014, including bodies (5), live specimens (1), skins (462), and trophies 
(2,455) (Annex 4, Table 58). This amount is equivalent to approximately 23% of the global exports in 
leopards during this period (2,923 of 12,791). The leopard bodies were exported to Denmark (3), the U.K. 
(1) and Russia (1), while the one live specimen was exported to Nicaragua. Major skin export destination 
countries included the U.S. (152), France (79), South Africa (55), Spain (37), and Canada (27). Major 
trophy export destination countries included the U.S. (1,118), France (439), Spain (189), Mexico (181), 
South Africa (96), Italy (79), and Germany (73). In total, the U.S. imported approximately 43% (1,270) of 
the total African leopards and their products that are equivalent to individual animals exported from the 
United Republic of Tanzania during the period examined. Exports to France (518) comprised 17% of the 
total.  
 
The United Republic of Tanzania exported one wild-sourced leopard skin for educational purposes during 
this period. For hunting trophy purposes, 2,609 leopards were exported (two captive-bred leopard 
trophies; 43 leopard trophies were seized upon import; 3 trophies marked as pre-convention specimens; 
and of wild-source specimens, 5 bodies, 447 skins, and 2,109 trophies) from the United Republic of 
Tanzania between 2005 and 2014. For personal purposes, 309 leopards were exported (6 wild-source 
skins and 303 wild-sourced trophies) from the United Republic of Tanzania during the period examined. 
For commercial purposes, 7 leopards were exported (4 skins and 3 leopard trophies) during the period 
examined. 

x. Zambia 
 

Zambia exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 866 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (1), skins (52), and trophies (813) (Annex 4, Table 59). This amount is equivalent 
to approximately 7% of the global exports in leopards during this period (866 of 12,791). The leopard 
body was exported to Denmark (1). Major skin export destination countries included South Africa (18), 
Canada (12), and the U.K. (9). Major trophy export destination countries included the U.S. (466), South 
Africa (55), Mexico (40), Spain (38), and France (25). In total, the U.S. imported approximately 54% 
(468) of the total African leopards and their products that are equivalent to individual animals exported 
from Zambia during the period examined. Exports to South Africa (73) comprised 8% of the total. For 
hunting trophy purposes, 823 leopards were exported (18 leopard trophies were seized upon import; of 
wild-source specimens, 1 body, 45 skins, and 777 trophies) from Zambia between 2005 and 2014. For 
personal purposes, 36 leopards were exported (11 wild-source skins and 25 wild-sourced trophies) from 
Zambia during the period examined.  
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y. Zimbabwe 
 

Zimbabwe exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 2,947 individuals between 2005 
and 2014, including bodies (12), live specimens (3), skins (490), and trophies (2,442) (Annex 4, Table 
60). This amount is equivalent to approximately 23% of the global exports in leopards during this period 
(2,947 of 12,791). The leopard bodies were exported to Canada (6), South Korea (3), Hong Kong (1) and 
Sweden (1), while the three live leopards were exported to South Africa. Major skin export destination 
countries included the U.S. (256), South Africa (52) and Canada (43). Major trophy export destination 
countries included the U.S. (1,489), South Africa (170), Spain (138), France (86), Mexico (71) and 
Germany (67). In total, approximately 60% (1,745) of the total African leopards and their products that 
are equivalent to individual animals from Zimbabwe during the period examined were exported to the 
U.S. Exports to South Africa (225) comprised 8% of the total, while exports to Spain (138) comprised 
approximately 5% of the total.  

Zimbabwe exported 5 leopard products equivalent to individual leopards for educational purposes (one 
wild-sourced leopard skin and 4 wild-sourced trophies) during this period. For hunting trophy purposes, a 
total of 2,840 leopards were exported (one captive-bred leopard trophy; two F1 (born in captivity F1 and 
subsequent) leopard trophies; 40 leopard trophies were seized upon import; 2 trophies marked as pre-
convention specimens; and 2,795 wild-source specimens (8 bodies, 457 skins, and 2,330 trophies) from 
Zimbabwe between 2005 and 2014. For personal purposes, 111 leopards were exported (one body, 16 
skins and 6 trophies were seized upon import from Zimbabwe; 4 pre-convention skins; 19 wild-source 
skins and 65 wild-sourced trophies) from Zimbabwe during the period examined. For circus and 
travelling exhibition purposes, 3 wild-sourced leopard bodies were exported, and for commercial 
purposes, a total of 8 leopards were exported (7 captive-source live specimens and one wild-source skin) 
during the period examined. 

6. Countries of Import of African Leopards and Their Parts 

The U.S., France, South Africa, Spain, Germany, Mexico, Russia, Canada, Austria, and Italy were the top 
ten importers of leopards and their products from 2005-2014, with the U.S. accounting for nearly half of 
all leopard imports (see Table 4). This underscores the major role the U.S. plays in the international trade 
in leopards, and the importance of ensuring that U.S. law stringently regulates leopard imports to ensure 
that such imports only occur if the import enhances the survival of the species. 
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Table 4. Top Ten Countries of Import of African Leopards and their Products, 2005-2014, all 
sources, all purposes. 
 

Country of Import Individual Leopards Exported 
(bodies, live, skins, trophies) 

% of Global Exports (rounded to 
nearest whole percent) 

United States 5,575 44% 
France 1,072 8% 
South Africa 878 7% 
Spain 709 6% 
Germany 539 4% 
Mexico 510 4% 
Russia 386 3% 
Canada 318 3% 
Austria 230 2% 
Italy 192 2% 
 
The following examines gross import data from the top ten leopard importer countries. 

a. Austria 
 

Austria imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 230 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (1), skins (56), and trophies (173) (Annex 4, Table 61). This amount is equivalent 
to approximately 2% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most leopards imported into 
Austria were exported from Namibia (120 total: 93 trophies, 27 skins and one body, 52% of total 
imports), with Zimbabwe (44 total: 29 trophies and 15 skins, 20% of total imports), the United Republic 
of Tanzania (40 total: 12 skins and 28 trophies, 17% of total imports) and Zambia (11 trophies, 5% of 
total imports) also playing major roles in exports. For hunting trophy purposes, a total of 164 leopards 
were imported, all wild-source specimens (one body, 21 skins, and 142 trophies) into Austria between 
2005 and 2014. For personal purposes, 65 leopards were imported (one pre-convention skin; 33 wild-
source skins and 31 wild-sourced trophies) into Austria during the period examined. For circus and 
travelling exhibition purposes, one pre-convention skin was imported during the period examined. 

b. Canada 
 

Canada imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 318 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (33), live specimens (10), skins (134), and trophies (141) (Annex 4, Table 62). 
This amount is equivalent to approximately 2% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most 
leopards imported into Canada were exported from Zimbabwe (97 total: 48 trophies, 43 skins and 6 
bodies, 30% of total imports), with South Africa (53 total: 21 trophies, 19 skins, two live specimens and 
11 bodies, 17% of total imports), Namibia (44 total: 25 trophies and 19 skins, 14% of total imports), the 
United Republic of Tanzania (36 total: 9 trophies and 27 skins, 11% of total imports), Zambia (36 total: 
23 trophies and 12 skins, 11% of total imports), and the U.S. (25 total: 9 trophies, 3 skins, 6 live 
specimens and 7 bodies, 8% of total imports) also playing major roles in exports. For educational 
purposes, 3 leopards were imported (two wild-sourced leopard bodies and one wild-sourced leopard skin) 
into Canada between 2005 and 2014. For hunting trophy purposes, a total of 279 leopards were imported 
(two captive-bred leopard trophies; two F1 (born in captivity F1 and subsequent) leopard trophies; and 
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275 wild-source specimens (27 bodies, 119 skins, and 129 trophies) imported into Canada during this 
period. For personal purposes, 22 leopards were imported (one trophy was seized upon import; 6 pre-
convention skins; 3 wild-source skins and 6 wild-sourced trophies) into Canada during the period 
examined. For commercial purposes, a total of 3 leopards were imported (one pre-convention body and 
two wild-source skins) during the period examined. For zoological purposes, 10 live leopards were 
imported into Canada between 2005 and 2014.  

c. France 
 

France imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 1,072 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (3), live specimens (13), skins (124), and trophies (932) (Annex 4, Table 63). This 
amount is equivalent to approximately 8% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most 
leopards imported into France were exported from the United Republic of Tanzania (518 total: 439 
trophies and 79 skins, 48% of total imports) and Central African Republic (198 total: 196 trophies and 
two skins, 18% of total imports), with Zimbabwe (98 total: 86 trophies and 12 skins, 9% of total imports), 
Namibia (86 total: 84 trophies and two skins, 8% of total imports), Mozambique (54 total: 41 trophies and 
12 skins, 5% of total imports) and South Africa (45 total: 35 trophies, 8 skins, and two bodies, 4% of total 
imports) also playing major roles in exports to France. For hunting trophy purposes, a total of 584 
leopards were imported into France during this period, all of which were wild-sourced (one body, 110 
skins, and 473 trophies). For personal purposes, 475 leopards were imported (two pre-convention bodies, 
9 wild-sourced skins and 459 wild-sourced trophies) into France during the period examined. For circus 
and travelling exhibition purposes, 4 wild-sourced leopard bodies were imported, and for zoological 
purposes, a total of 7 live leopards were imported into France during the period examined. 

d. Germany 
 

Germany imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 539 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (3), live specimens (10), skins (63), and trophies (463) (Annex 4, Table 64). This 
amount is equivalent to approximately 4% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most 
leopards imported into Germany were exported from Namibia (266 total: 259 trophies, 5 skins and two 
bodies, 49% of total imports), with the United Republic of Tanzania (87 total: 73 trophies and 14 skins, 
16% of total imports), Zimbabwe (81 total: 67 trophies and 14 skins, 15% of total imports), and South 
Africa (33 total: 25 trophies, 8 skins, 6% of total imports) also playing major roles in exports. For captive 
breeding purposes, Germany imported two live captive-bred leopards between 2005 and 2014. For 
hunting trophy purposes, a total of 486 leopards were imported, all wild-source specimens (one body, 42 
skins, and 443 trophies). For personal purposes, 26 leopards were imported (one pre-convention body, 
two pre-convention skins and one pre-convention trophy, one wild-source body, 3 wild-source skins and 
18 wild-sourced trophies) into Germany during the period examined. For circus and travelling exhibition 
purposes, one live captive-bred leopard and one pre-convention trophy was imported during the period 
examined. For commercial purposes, a total of 16 leopards were imported (one pre-convention skin, 8 
skins of unknown source and 8 wild-source skins) during the period examined. 

e. Italy 
 

Italy imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 192 individuals between 2005 and 2014, 
including a body (1), a live specimen (1), skins (21), and trophies (169) (Annex 4, Table 65). This amount 
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is equivalent to approximately 2% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most leopards 
imported into Italy were exported from the United Republic of Tanzania (93 total: 79 trophies and 14 
skins, 48% of total imports), with Zimbabwe (38 total: 34 trophies and 4 skins, 20% of total imports), 
South Africa (22 total: 21 trophies, one skin, 11% of total imports) and Namibia (17 total: 16 trophies, 
one body, 9% of total imports) also playing major roles in exports. For hunting trophy purposes, a total of 
186 leopards were imported (one ranched leopard trophy and 185 wild-source specimens: one body, 19 
skins, and 165 trophies) into Italy during this period. For personal purposes, 4 leopards were imported 
(one pre-convention skins and 3 wild-source trophies) into Italy during the period examined. For circus 
and travelling exhibition purposes, one wild-sourced leopard skin was imported, and for zoological 
purposes, one live, captive-bred leopard was imported during the period examined. 

f. Mexico 
 

Mexico imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 510 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including a body (1), live specimens (8), skins (20), and trophies (481) (Annex 4, Table 66). This 
amount is equivalent to approximately 4% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most 
leopards imported into Mexico were exported from the United Republic of Tanzania (186 total: 181 
trophies and 5 skins, 36% of total imports), with Zimbabwe (76 total: 71 trophies and 5 skins, 15% of 
total imports), South Africa (60 total: 53 trophies, 6 skins and one body, 12% of total imports), Namibia 
(41 trophies, 8% of total imports), and the U.S. (34 total: 31 trophies and 3 live specimens, 7% of total 
imports) also playing major roles in exports. For hunting trophy purposes, a total of 487 leopards were 
imported (two captive-bred leopard trophies; two F1 (born in captivity F1 and subsequent) leopard 
trophies; two leopard trophies were seized upon import; 6 trophies marked as pre-convention specimens; 
and 475 wild-source specimens (one body, 19 skins, and 455 trophies) into Mexico between 2005 and 
2014. For personal purposes, 5 wild-source leopard trophies were imported into Mexico during the period 
examined. For circus and travelling exhibition purposes, 3 live, captive-bred leopards were imported; 
while for commercial purposes, 3 wild-source leopard trophies were imported during the period 
examined. For zoological purposes, 5 live, captive-bred leopards were imported between 2005 and 2014. 

g. Russia 
 

Russia imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 386 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (9), live specimens (41), skins (36), and trophies (300) (Annex 4, Table 67). This 
amount is equivalent to approximately 3% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most 
leopards imported into Russia were exported from the United Republic of Tanzania (73 total: 58 trophies 
and 17 skins, 19% of total imports), with Namibia (53 total: 47 trophies, 3 skins and 3 bodies, 14% of 
total imports), South Africa (50 total: 45 trophies and 5 skins, 13% of total imports), Zimbabwe (48 total: 
42 trophies, 6 skins, 12% of total imports), and France (45 total: 35 trophies, 9 live specimens, and one 
body, 12% of total imports) also playing major roles in exports. For captive breeding purposes, a total of 
two leopards were imported (two live, captive-bred leopards) into Russia between 2005 and 2014. For 
hunting trophy purposes, a total of 303 leopards were imported, all wild-source (8 bodies, two live 
leopards, 30 skins, and 263 trophies) into Russia during this period. For purposes of reintroduction to the 
wild, 4 live, wild-source leopards were imported in Russia between 2004 and 2015. For personal 
purposes, 38 leopards were imported (one body and 37 trophies), while for circus and travelling 
exhibition purposes, 4 live, wild-source leopards and 4 live leopards whose source was unknown were 
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imported into Russia during this period. For commercial purposes, 4 pre-convention skins were imported, 
and for zoological purposes, one live, F1 leopard was imported in Russia during the period examined. 

h. South Africa 
 

South Africa imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 878 individuals between 2005 
and 2014, including live specimens (36), skins (229), and trophies (613) (Annex 4, Table 68). This 
amount is equivalent to approximately 7% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most 
leopards imported into South Africa were exported from Zimbabwe (225 total: 170 trophies, 52 skins, 3 
live specimens, 26% of total imports) and Mozambique (181 total: 119 trophies and 62 skins, 21% of total 
imports), and the United Republic of Tanzania (151 total: 96 trophies and 55 skins, 17% of total imports), 
with Namibia (89 total: 78 trophies and 11 skins, 10% of total imports), Botswana (82 total: 73 trophies, 5 
skins, and 4 live specimens, 9% of total imports), and Zambia (73 total: 55 trophies and 18 skins, 8% of 
total imports) also playing major roles in exports. For captive breeding purposes, a total of 8 live leopards 
were imports (5 captive-bred, two F1, and one wild-source). For educational purposes, 3 live, captive-
bred leopards were imported into South Africa between 2005 and 2014. For hunting trophy purposes, a 
total of 798 leopards were imported (one captive-bred leopard trophy; two F1 (born in captivity F1 and 
subsequent) leopard trophies; one ranched leopard trophy; and 794 wild-source specimens (207 skins and 
587 trophies) imported (one wild-sourced leopard skin and 4 wild-sourced trophies)) into South Africa 
during this period. For law enforcement purposes, two wild-source skins were imported into South Africa 
between 2005 and 2014. For personal purposes, 40 leopards were imported (7 captive-bred skins, 3 pre-
convention skins; 10 wild-source skins and 20 wild-sourced trophies) into South Africa during the period 
examined. For circus and travelling exhibition purposes, 4 live, wild-sourced leopards were imported, and 
for commercial purposes, a total of 12 leopards were imported (8 captive-source live specimens, two live 
specimens, and two wild-source trophies during the period examined. For zoological purposes, 9 live, 
captive-bred leopards and two wild-source leopards were imported. 

i. Spain 
 

Spain imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 709 individuals between 2005 and 2014, 
including bodies (3), live specimens (3), skins (101), and trophies (602) (Annex 4, Table 69). This 
amount is equivalent to approximately 6% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most 
leopards imported into Spain were exported from the United Republic of Tanzania (226 total: 189 
trophies, 37 skins, 32% of total imports) and Zimbabwe (154 total: 138 trophies and 16 skins, 22% of 
total imports), with South Africa (92 total: 63 trophies and 29 skins, 13% of total imports), Mozambique 
(77 total: 64 trophies and 13 skins, 11% of total imports), Namibia (70 total: 68 trophies and two skins, 
10% of total imports), Zambia (40 total: 38 trophies and two skins, 6% of total imports) and Botswana 
(39 total: 38 trophies and one skin, 6% of total imports) also playing major roles in exports. For hunting 
trophy purposes, a total of 690 leopards were imported, all wild-sourced (3 bodies, 99 skins, and 588 
trophies) imported (one wild-sourced leopard skin and 4 wild-sourced trophies) into Spain during this 
period. For personal purposes, 15 wild-source leopard trophies were imported while for circus and 
travelling exhibition purposes, two captive-bred live leopards were imported between 2005 and 2014. For 
commercial purposes, a total of two leopards were imported (one captive-source live specimen and one 
wild-source skin) during the period examined. 
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j. United States of America 
 

The U.S. imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 5,575 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (14), live specimens (26), skins (741), and trophies (4,794) (Annex 4, Table 70). 
This amount is equivalent to approximately 44% of the global imports in leopards during this period. 
Most leopards imported into the U.S. were exported from Zimbabwe (1,745 total: 1,489 trophies and 256 
skins, 31% of total imports) and the United Republic of Tanzania (1,270 total: 1,118 trophies and 152 
skins, 23% of total imports), with South Africa (900 total: 729 trophies, 163 skins and 8 bodies, 16% of 
total imports), Namibia (654 total: 646 trophies, 5 skins, 3 bodies, 12% of total imports), Zambia (468 
total: 466 trophies and two skins, 8% of total imports) Mozambique (238 total: 133 trophies and 105 
skins, 4% of total imports) and Botswana (196 total: 191 trophies and 5 skins, 4% of total imports) also 
playing major roles in exports. For educational purposes, two wild-source leopard trophies were imported 
into the U.S. between 2005 and 2014. For hunting trophy purposes, a total of 5,447 leopards were 
imported (two captive-bred leopard trophies; 175 leopard trophies were seized upon import; one ranched 
leopard skin and 5,269 wild-source specimens (12 bodies, 683 skins, and 4,573 trophies) into the U.S. 
during this period. For law enforcement purposes, 3 wild-source skins were imported into the U.S. 
between 2005 and 2014. For personal purposes, 67 leopards were imported (one trophy was seized upon 
import, while 15 pre-convention skins, one pre-convention trophy, two skins of unknown origin, two 
wild-source bodies, 11 wild-source skins, and 35 wild-sourced trophies) into the U.S. during the period 
examined. For circus and travelling exhibition purposes, 7 live captive-bred leopards, 3 pre-convention 
skins, and one wild-sourced leopard skin were imported between 2005 and 2014. For scientific purposes, 
7 skins of unknown origin were imported, while for commercial purposes, a total of 19 leopards were 
imported (5 skins were seized upon import, while 6 pre-convention skins, one skin and one trophy of 
unknown origin, 3 wild-source skins and 3 wild-source trophies were imported between 2005 and 2014. 
For zoological purposes, two live F1 leopards were imported during the period examined. 

 

Therefore, as demonstrated in this section, the African leopard is Endangered by overutilization for 
recreational and commercial purposes, and the U.S. plays a major role in this unsustainable international 
trade. 

C. Disease or Predation 

Wild leopards have been found to have at least nine infectious agents including viruses (rabies, feline 
leukemia, feline immunodeficiency), bacteria (Anthrax), and protozoa (Toxoplasma, Sarcocystis, 
Hepatozoon, Giardia, Isospora) (Murray et al. 1999). While there is evidence of a negative conservation 
impact of disease on wild populations of other large carnivores (i.e. Canis lupis, Lycaon pictus, Canis 
latrans, Panthera leo), there is no such evidence with respect to leopards (Murray et al. 1999). 
 
The leopard is an apex predator in Africa and is not typically predated by animals other than humans. 
Lions do kill and eat leopards (Palomares and Caro 1999) but leopards are not among the typical prey of 
lions and such killing is not known to have a conservation impact on leopard populations.  
 
The most significant non-human predator of leopards is leopards themselves. In a study of leopards in a 
reserve in South Africa, Balme and Hunter (2013) found high rates of infanticide by adult males which 
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accounted for almost half of cub mortality and caused the death of nearly a third of all leopard offspring; 
most of these adult males were immigrants; cubs are vulnerable to infanticide until at least 15 months of 
age; sometimes females defending their cubs were killed; males frequently consumed the cubs they killed; 
females also sometimes ate their dead cubs; females never killed cubs. Balme and Hunter (2013) consider 
infanticide in leopards to be primarily motivated by sexual selection: as females whose cubs were killed 
came into heat sooner, infanticide allows males to improve their fitness by accelerating their opportunity 
to father offspring. Despite such high levels of infanticide in the population studied by Balme and Hunter 
(2013), the population remained stable over the period studied; the authors warn against activities that 
would artificially elevate male turnover – such as trophy hunting – as this may increase infanticide levels. 
 
D. Inadequacy of Existing Regulatory Mechanisms 
 
1. U.S. Endangered Species Act and CITES  
 

Statutory Background of the ESA 
 
The U.S. has long recognized the need to protect wildlife, and, toward this end, has enacted multiple laws 
to prohibit human actions that contribute to species extinction.  With the promulgation of the Lacey Act in 
1900 (16 U.S.C. §§ 3371 et seq.), it became a federal offense to engage in commerce of protected species. 
In 1940, the U.S. signed the Convention on Nature Protection and Wildlife Preservation in the Western 
Hemisphere “to protect and preserve [species] in their natural habitat…in sufficient numbers and over 
areas extensive enough to assure them from becoming extinct through any agency within man’s control.” 
56 Stat. 1534, T.S. No. 981, U.N.T.S. No. 193. These laws recognized that extinction knows no political 
boundaries, and that both national action and international cooperation are essential to effectively protect 
endangered species.   

In 1966, Congress enacted the Endangered Species Preservation Act (Public Law No. 89-669), which 
created “a program in the United States of conserving, protecting, restoring, and propagating selected 
species of native fish and wildlife that are threatened with extinction.” Because this statute extended 
protection only to native species, Congress found that it did not adequately protect foreign species that 
suffered from overexploitation, often because of the demands of the American marketplace. Therefore, in 
1969, Congress enacted the Endangered Species Conservation Act (Public Law No. 91-135), which 
authorized the Secretary of the Interior to promulgate a list of species, native or non-native, that were 
“threatened with worldwide extinction.”  This Act also called for an “international ministerial meeting” to 
create a “binding international convention on the conservation of endangered species,” ultimately leading 
to the passage of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora 
(27 U.S.T. 1087, “CITES”). Thus, five decades ago the U.S. led the way to ensure that all countries act to 
save species from both local and global threats.    

Recognizing that prior laws did not sufficiently protect endangered species, in 1973 Congress passed the 
Endangered Species Act. The purpose of the ESA is “to provide a means whereby the ecosystems upon 
which endangered species and threatened species depend may be conserved, to provide a program for the 
conservation of such endangered species and threatened species, and to take such steps as may be 
appropriate to achieve the purposes of the treaties and conventions” to which the United States is 
committed. 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b). “It is further declared to be the policy of Congress that all Federal 
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departments and agencies shall seek to conserve endangered species and threatened species and shall 
utilize their authorities in furtherance of the purposes of this Act.” Id. § 1531(c). Thus, as the Supreme 
Court has declared, the goal of the ESA is to “reverse the trend toward extinction, whatever the cost.” 
TVA v. Hill, 437 U.S. 153, 184 (1978).  

The ESA defines the term “conserve” to mean “to use all methods and procedures which are necessary to 
bring any endangered species or threatened species to the point at which the measures provided pursuant 
to [the ESA] are no longer necessary.” Id. § 1532(3). Such measures may even include a “regulated 
taking” of the species, but only in the “extraordinary case where population pressures within a given 
ecosystem cannot be otherwise relieved.” Id.  

Pursuant to Section 4 of the Act, the Service must “list” species as either “Endangered” or “Threatened,” 
depending on the extent of the threats to their existence. Id. § 1533.  The term “species” includes “any 
subspecies of fish or wildlife or plants, and any distinct population segment of any species of vertebrate 
fish or wildlife which interbreeds when mature.” Id. § 1532(16). The Service adopted a policy 20 years 
ago that defines the term “distinct population segment,” under which the agency must conclude that a 
particular population of a species is both “distinct” and “significant” before it can be determined to be a 
separate listable entity. 61 Fed. Reg. 4722 (Feb. 7, 1996). 

An “Endangered” species is one that the Service has determined is already “in danger of extinction 
throughout all or a significant portion of its range.” 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6).  A “Threatened” species is one 
that “is likely to become an endangered species within the foreseeable future throughout all or a 
significant portion of its range.” Id. § 1532(20).  The Act requires the Service to list a species as either 
“Endangered” or “Threatened” based on the following five factors: (1) the present or threatened 
destruction, modification, or curtailment of its habitat or range; (2) overutilization for commercial, 
recreational, scientific, or educational purposes; (3) disease or predation; (4) the inadequacy of existing 
regulatory mechanisms; and (5) “other natural or manmade factors affecting its continued existence.” Id. 
§ 1533(a)(1)(A-E).  The Service is required to list a species if any one of these criteria is present. 
Southwest Center for Biological Diversity v. Babbitt, 215 F.3d 58, 60 (D.C. Cir. 2000).    

The Service is required to base listing decisions “solely” on the “best available scientific and commercial 
data available.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). In imposing this requirement, Congress expressly intended to 
“ensure that decisions . . . pertaining to listing . . . are based solely upon biological criteria and to prevent 
nonbiological considerations from affecting such decisions.” H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 835, 97th Cong. 2d 
Sess. 19-20 (1982). Thus, Congress made it clear that “economic considerations have no relevance to 
determinations regarding the status of species.” Id.; see also S. Rep. No. 418, 97th Cong., 2d Sess. 12 
(1982) (“This amendment would preclude the Secretary from considering economic or other non-
biological factors in determining whether a species should be listed…Only in this way will the 
endangered and threatened species lists accurately reflect those species that are or are likely to be in 
danger of extinction”).  Therefore, as the Supreme Court observed in TVA v. Hill “the language, history, 
and structure of the [ESA]…indicates beyond doubt that Congress intended endangered species to be 
afforded the highest priorities.” 437 U.S. at 174. Moreover, in keeping with the overall purposes of the 
statute, even where the best available scientific evidence leaves some doubt as to the status of a species, 
the Service is required to “give the benefit of the doubt” to the species. Conner v. Burford, 848 F.2d 1441, 
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1454 (9th Cir. 1988); see also San Luis & Delta-Mendoza Water Auth., 2000 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 1779 at *9 
(E.D. Cal. 2000)).   

Once a species is listed, it is entitled to various protections under the agency’s implementing regulations, 
depending on whether it is listed as Endangered or Threatened.  Per Section 9 of the statute, it is unlawful 
to “import any [Endangered] species into, or export any such species from the United States;” to “deliver, 
receive, carry, transport, or ship in interstate or foreign commerce . . . in the course of a commercial 
activity, any such species;” and to “sell or offer for sale in interstate or foreign commerce any such 
species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)(1). It is also unlawful to “take” a member of an Endangered species within 
the United States or on the high seas, id. § 1538(a)(1)(B)-(C) – a term that includes “harass, harm, pursue, 
hunt, shoot, wound, kill, capture, or collect.” Id. § 1532(19).   

Section 10 of the ESA provides the FWS authority to issue permits for otherwise unlawful activities “for 
scientific purposes or to enhance the propagation or survival of the affected species…” 16 U.S.C. § 
1539(a)(1)(A). The statute further provides that the FWS “shall publish notice in the Federal Register of 
each application for an exemption or permit,” that each such notice “shall invite the submission from 
interested parties…of written data, views, or arguments with respect to the application,” and that 
“[i]nformation received by the [FWS] as a part of any application shall be available to the public as a 
matter of public record at every stage of the proceeding.” Id. § 1539(c). FWS may only grant a permit if it 
finds “and publishes in the Federal Register” that the permit (1) “was applied for in good faith,” (2) if 
granted and exercised “will not operate to the disadvantage of such endangered species,” and (3) will be 
“consistent with the purposes and policy” of the ESA – i.e., to “conserve” Endangered and Threatened 
species. Id. § 1539(d). These procedures are mandatory. See Gerber v. Norton, 293 F.3d 173, 179-82 
(D.C. Cir. 2002). 

Whenever a species is listed as Threatened, FWS “shall issue such regulations as [it] deems necessary and 
advisable to provide for the conservation of such species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(d). FWS has issued a 
regulation providing that all of the prohibitions that apply to Endangered species also apply to Threatened 
species, unless the agency (a) otherwise permits those activities pursuant to its general regulations 
governing permits for Threatened species, 50 C.F.R. § 17.32, or (b) has issued a special rule that governs 
a particular Threatened species. 50 C.F.R. § 17.31. However, pursuant to the plain language of the ESA, 
any such special rule must also “provide for the conservation” of the species – i.e., positively benefit its 
recovery in the wild. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(d); Sierra Club v. Clark, 577 F. Supp. 783 (D. Minn. 1984), aff’d, 
755 F.2d 608 (8th Cir. 1985); Fund for Animals v. Turner, 1991 WL 206232 (D.D.C. 1991)). 

The ESA also requires FWS to “encourage…foreign countries to provide for the conservation” of listed 
species and implements the United States’ international obligations with regard to worldwide Endangered 
and Threatened species. 16 U.S.C. § 1537. For example, CITES was drafted by representatives of 
countries participating in the International Union for the Conservation of Nature – including the United 
States – to ensure that international trade in specimens of wild animals and plants does not threaten their 
survival. CITES was first implemented on July 1, 1975, and today there are over 180 countries that are 
party to the agreement.    

CITES classifies species in Appendices with varying levels of protection – those included on Appendix I 
are “species threatened with extinction.” International commercial trade in these species is prohibited 
unless the Scientific Authority for the state of export has advised that the export will “not be detrimental 
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to the survival of the species,” and the Management Authority for that country is satisfied that (a) the 
wildlife “was not obtained in contravention of the laws of the State for the protection of fauna and flora;” 
(b) “any living specimen will be so prepared and shipped as to minimize the risk of injury, damage to 
health or cruel treatment;” and (c) an “import permit has been granted” for the wildlife. See CITES 
Article III.  An import permit may only be granted when the Scientific Authority for the state of import 
has advised that the import of the wildlife “will be for purposes which are not detrimental to the survival 
of the species,” and that the “recipient of a living specimen is suitably equipped to house and care” for the 
wildlife, and the Management Authority for the state of import is satisfied that the specimen is “not to be 
used for primarily commercial purposes.” Id. 
 

FWS’ 1982 Listing of African Leopards under the ESA  
Did Not Comport with the Best Available Science 

 
In 1968 and 1969 alone, over 17,000 leopard hides were imported into the United States to supply a 
burgeoning and unsustainable leopard fur trade. 45 Fed. Reg. 19007 (March 24, 1980). In 1970, FWS 
listed three subspecies of leopard under the Endangered Species Conservation Act, requiring a permit for 
import of specimens of: the Sinai leopard (Panthera pardus jarvisi) (found in Sinai and Saudi Arabia), the 
Barbary leopard (P. p. panthera) (found in Morocco, Algeria, and Tunisia), and the Anatolian leopard (P. 
p. tulliana) (found in Lebanon, Israel, Jordan, Turkey, and Syria). 35 Fed. Reg. 8491 (June 2, 1970).  
 
In 1972, FWS amended that Endangered listing to include all Panthera pardus (whether found in Africa, 
Asia Minor, India, Southeast Asia or Korea). 37 Fed. Reg. 2589 (Feb. 3, 1972); 37 Fed. Reg. 6476 
(March 30, 1972). As explained in a subsequent Federal Register notice, FWS listed the species in1972 
because it “was being drastically overutilized in the commercial fur trade” and “nearly every country 
contacted, in which the leopard was resident, expressed fears for the leopard’s future if the fur trade was 
not brought under control,” leading FWS to determine that the species could not “tolerate this enormous 
drain from its wild populations.” 45 Fed. Reg. at 19008.  
 
The species continued to be recognized as Endangered across its Asian and African range until 1982, 
when FWS reclassified the leopard in certain African range states to Threatened. 47 Fed. Reg. 4201 
(January 28, 1982). In its proposed rule, FWS proposed to downlist African populations of the leopard 
occurring to the south of a line running along the borders of Senegal/Mauritania; Mali/Mauritania; 
Mali/Algeria; Niger/Algeria; Niger/Libya; Chad/Libya; Sudan/Libya; and Sudan/Egypt (see map below). 
(45 Fed. Reg. 19007 (March 24, 1980)) 
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Figure 4. Map of Africa with red line denoting the proposed scope of the Threatened listing 

 
In proposing to decrease protection for leopards in nearly all of their African range, FWS stated that it 
“has broad discretion in developing a management strategy that will effectively conserve Threatened 
species.” 45 Fed. Reg. 19009. FWS stated that “data from each specific political entity within Sub-
Saharan Africa are lacking” yet “enough are available from representative entities within the region to 
warrant action representing the region as a whole.” Id. FWS further stated that reclassification on a 
country-by-country basis would be “biologically unsound.” Id.  
 
In its 1980 proposed rule, FWS relied on only three sources of information in determining that African 
leopards in most countries should be listed as Threatened rather than Endangered: “The Status and 
Conservation of the Leopard in Sub-Saharan Africa” by Randall L. Eaton (Safari Club International, 
January 1977); “The Leopard Panthera pardus in Africa” by Norman Myers (IUCN Monograph No. 5 
1976); and “Status of the Leopard in Africa South of the Sahara” by James G. Teer and Wendell G. 
Swank (unpublished study financed by FWS in 1978). 45 Fed. Reg. at 19008.   
 
Regarding the available data from these sources, FWS stated that it considered the leopard to be 
Threatened in most of its African range because, “A careful analysis of area/habitat type, maximum 
estimated density and minimum estimated density of leopard in this region by Eaton (loc. cit.) shows that 
an absolute minimum of 233,050 leopards may occur over the entire area; a conservative estimate of 
numbers would be 546,076 leopards, while a realistic estimate would place the number at 1,155,500 
animals.” Id. The following table from Eaton appears in the 1980 proposed rule: 
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Table from USFWS 1980 proposed rule. 45 Fed. Reg. at 19009, from Eaton (1977). 

 
Eaton’s analysis – which was commissioned by Safari Club International, a group with a vested interest in 
inflating leopard numbers to decrease regulation of leopards to facilitate hunting trophy imports – was 
never published. The methodology Eaton – who is not a felid biologist – used to derive these population 
estimates is dubious at best, as he appears to have based his population numbers solely on the area of 
leopard habitat in each country and the rationale behind the leopard density applied to the available 
habitat is not disclosed. Id. at 19009.  However, it is well established that availability of leopard habitat 
does not mean that leopards necessarily reside there, and that leopard density is dependent on available 
prey, not available habitat (Stein et al. 2016).  
 
The 1980 proposed rule also states that Eaton conducted a study of leopards in 11 Sub-Saharan African 
countries and combined those results with Myers to determine the status of leopards in countries 
throughout Africa. 45 Fed. Reg. at 19009. In forming its conclusions about the status of leopards in 



45 
 

Africa, FWS relied on Eaton’s views of Myers’s study, which (as detailed below) do not accurately reflect 
the conclusions of Myers’s study.  
 
The purpose of Myers’s 1976 study was to determine the leopard’s distribution in sub-Saharan Africa, 
and to ascertain if numbers were being depleted by the fur trade or habitat modification. The author noted 
that the leopard existed in 40 countries and that his study would attempt to make assessments in at least 
one country in each of five biomes (Sahel, Sudano-Guinean woodland, rainforest, miombo woodland, and 
East African savannah grasslands). Myers visited 22 countries and corresponded with 10 others. Myers 
did not make detailed population estimates but rather focused on whether a population exists, and whether 
the population was expanding, declining, or stable. To draw his conclusions, Myers consulted with over 
700 people, including “Wildlife and park officials at national and local level, private wildlife 
organisations, field scientists, anti-poaching teams, professional hunters, trappers, poachers, wildlife 
cropping units, fur-trade dealers, indeed anyone with specialist knowledge of wildlife.” Myers (1976), at 
12. Over 850 additional people were also interviewed, including “ranchers, veterinarians, livestock 
officials, forestry personnel, road gangs, customs officials, police and army personnel, anti-malarial 
teams, Peace Corps and other volunteers, and local chiefs and headmen,” as well as “representatives of 
the fur trade in Europe and North America”. Id. at 13. Myers recognized that these interviewees brought 
bias in terms of subjectivity to the study. Id. at 13.  
 
Myers noted that the international fur trade had depressed leopard populations in several parts of Africa 
and cited habitat destruction and loss as a key threat to the survival of leopards. Id. at 21. Myers 
considered the use of poison to be a major threat, which leopards are more susceptible to because of their 
scavenging behavior, as well as killing due to livestock predation. Yet, he concluded that the leopard 
“shows more capacity to recover from over-exploitation that the other main spotted-fur species of Africa, 
the cheetah.” Id. at 9. Myers claimed that there was no “bio-ecological grounds for permanently banning 
exploitation of the leopard by the fur trade,” and recommended a limited offtake with a “rigorous system 
of controls.” Id. at 9. Myers noted that “rainforest biotopes are reputed to present optimal habitats for 
leopard” and suggested that a leopard density of 1/km2 is appropriate in some cases.18 Id. at 13. Myers 
states that this leopard density is based on habitat type, prey distributions and predator competition, but 
more recent scientific evidence rebuts this figure (Jackson et al. 1989, Bailey 1993, Henschel 2008, 
Henschel 2009).  
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                           
18 Illogically, Myers (p. 14) used a figure by Schaller (1972) of “total predator biomass” in three areas in Kenya, 
none of which were rainforest habitat, which ranged as high as 95.7 kg/km2 in Ngorongoro, to support the 
contention that rainforests might hold one 30 kg leopard / km2. Myers cites to Schaller (1972) who estimated leopard 
density in Serengeti National Park as 1 / 22-26.5 km2 (equivalent of a very low leopard density of about 0.05 
leopards/km2). After considering other density estimates, Myers states, “the leopard seems able to maintain a density 
of 1 to 10 km2 in moderately suitable habitats, and 1 to 5 km2 in favourable ones, with perhaps even 1 to 1 km2 in 
exceptionally suitable conditions.” Id. at 18. 
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The 1980 proposed rule apparently relied on Eaton’s inaccurate characterizations of Myers’ study – for 
example: 
 

FWS Quoting Eaton’s Interpretation of Myers Myers’s Actual Text 
“The leopard in Kenya has a satisfactory status”  “leopard have declined in numbers and distribution in 

Kenya during the last decade.” 
“the leopard is satisfactory and probably abundant in 
Mozambique” 

Myers did not comment that the leopard was probably 
abundant in Mozambique. Myers noted that the leopard 
was depleted in some areas. 

“There may well be over 20,000 (leopards) in Rhodesia. 
The leopard has a satisfactory status in Rhodesia” 

“its numbers have been significantly reduced in the face 
of recent agricultural expansion.”  

“Overall in South Africa the present status should be 
rated between rare and satisfactory with present trends 
being stable." 

“Its stock-raisers have long tried to eliminate wild 
carnivores”; “the leopard in South Africa is officially 
classified as vermin”; “Numbers.... are disturbingly low, 
although the position is fairly stable”; “There are no 
grounds however for complacency, as the situation could 
easily become critical if any of the existing adverse 
factors were enhanced”; “Its numbers have long been 
thought to be very low.” 

“Myers says that leopards may have stabilized or 
increased recently in the Sudano-Guinean zone, 
including parts or portions of Sierra Leone, Guinea, 
Liberia, and northern Ivory Coast. In all of Sub-Saharan 
Africa, the West African region probably has the least 
satisfactory leopard populations; however, in much of 
the region it appears that the species' status is relatively 
satisfactory and probably does not deserve Endangered 
status except locally. Moreover, the regional trend may 
even be improving due to the encroachment of bush 
from overgrazing and burning, end or the drought in the 
Sahel portion, increased edge effect in forests from 
patchy agriculture and so on, all of which favor 
leopards.” 

Senegal: “Leopards are said to persist in much of 
Senegal, in fair though reduced numbers.” 
 
Mali: “The overall trend, as elsewhere in West Africa, 
points toward a gradual elimination of leopard in all but 
a very few rugged hill tracts.” 
 
Upper Volta: “The leopard is still widely found in Upper 
Volta. The leopard looks likely to decline steadily in 
distribution and status.” 
 
Niger: “Until recently, however, leopard stocks in Niger 
were moderately sound.” 
 
Chad: “Nothing better can be expected than very low 
densities.” 
 
CAR: “The leopard's status is fairly satisfactory.” 
 
Gambia: No leopard status information given. 
 
Guinea: “No recent information could be obtained about 
the status of leopard in Guinea.” 
 
Sierra Leone: No leopard status information given. 
 
Liberia: “The leopard is believed to be evenly 
distributed throughout the country, except 
in farming and mining areas.” 
 
Ivory coast: “Nothing was learned during the survey of 
the status of the leopard in Ivory 
Coast.” 
 
Ghana: “Asibey (1971) considers the leopard 
very rare in many areas; by the 1980s it may hardly 
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FWS Quoting Eaton’s Interpretation of Myers Myers’s Actual Text 
survive at all except in the most remote localities.” 
 
Togo and Dahomey: “No specific information was 
obtained during the Survey. 
 
Nigeria: No leopard status information given. 
 
Cameroon: “leopards are reported in fair numbers in the 
south-east and in scattered relict populations elsewhere.” 

 
Based on this alleged abundance, FWS concluded that “the leopard in Sub-Saharan Africa can hardly be 
in danger of extinction.” 45 Fed. Reg. at 19009.   
 
FWS did recognize that the loss of habitat to agricultural land conversion “could present a long-term 
threat to the leopard” and that poaching for the fur trade (especially in European countries that had not yet 
become party to CITES) continued to threaten the species, and expressed concern about the increasing use 
of poison and its impacts on scavengers like leopards. Id. at 19010. Thus, FWS proposed to list leopards 
in sub-Saharan Africa as Threatened, leaving in place ESA and CITES Appendix I permitting 
requirements for the import of leopard fur and other parts. However, at the apparent urging of the trophy 
hunting industry, FWS proposed to adopt a special rule eliminating the requirement for ESA permits for 
the import of leopard trophies from sub-Saharan Africa, asserting that “there may be cases in which 
permitting the importation of leopard trophies taken under a strictly controlled management program will 
benefit the species by giving it an economic value which would in turn stimulate conservation measures.” 
Id. FWS based this pro-trophy hunting position on an unpublished report from Teer and Swank (1977) 
containing interviews with wildlife officials in Kenya and Botswana who supported trophy hunting (but 
notably, Kenya prohibited trophy hunting in 1977 – prior to FWS’ reliance on the Teer and Swank report 
– and Botswana prohibited trophy hunting in 2014 (Stein et al. 2016)). 
 
Although the proposed special rule would not have required an ESA permit for the import of leopard 
trophies from sub-Saharan Africa, FWS stated that, “sport trophy imports into the United States will only 
be permitted when it is found to enhance the survival of the species.” 45 Fed. Reg. at 19010 (emphasis 
added). 
 
In 1982, FWS finalized the Threatened listing, but with a different geographic scope. 47 Fed. Reg. 4204 
(Jan. 28, 1982). The final rule listed as Threatened “leopard populations occurring to the south of a line 
running along the borders of” Gabon/Rio Muni, Gabon/Cameroon, Congo/Cameroon, Congo/Central 
African Republic, Zaire/Central African Republic, Zaire/Sudan, Uganda/Sudan, Kenya/Sudan, 
Kenya/Ethiopia, and Kenya/Somalia. Despite having acknowledged in 1980 that reclassification on a 
country-by-country basis would be “biologically unsound,” the Service narrowed this listing from the 
proposed sub-Saharan region to this “southern Africa”19 region after learning that Senegal, Liberia, and 
Ghana considered their leopard populations to be endangered and since that there was “less substantial 

                                                           
19 Notably, the 1982 final rule refers to the range of the listed entity as “southern Africa” – however, today, the 
phrase “southern Africa” commonly refers only to the southernmost region in sub-Saharan Africa, distinct from 
West, Central, and East Africa. This Petition will use the phrase “southern Africa” to refer to full range of the listed 
entity (Figure 5), even though that entity is neither scientifically nor geographically justifiable. 
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evidence” of leopard abundance from West Africa and the northern tier of countries in sub-Saharan 
Africa. Id. at 4207.  
 

 
Figure 5. Map of Africa with red line denoting the current scope of the final Threatened listing  
 
At the time, FWS had not yet adopted its policy regarding evaluation of distinct population segments 
(“DPS”) and did not explain whether or why it thought that leopards in southern Africa were both 
“distinct” and “significant” such that the region forms a listable entity (since the area does not coincide 
with the full range of the subspecies or species). See 61 Fed. Reg. 4722 (Feb. 7, 1996); 16 U.S.C. § 
1532(16). And today, twenty years since adopting the DPS policy, FWS still has not conducted an 
analysis of whether leopards in southern Africa can lawfully be listed as a DPS.  
 
In addition to the three sources relied on in the 1980 proposed rule (discussed above), the 1982 final rule 
relied on “The Leopard Panthera pardus and Cheetah Acinonyx jubatus in Kenya” by P.H. Hamilton 
(unpublished study financed by FWS). 46 Fed. Reg. 44960 (Sept. 8, 1981). Relying on information from 
Safari Club International (gathered from interviews with hunters, game wardens, field biologists, and 
local people, but not hard data), FWS said there were an “absolute minimum” of 186,034 in southern 
Africa. 47 Fed. Reg. at 4205. The FWS stated that it “is reasonable to believe that the absolute minimum 
figures have validity and that there are probably well over 180,000 leopards in the area under 
consideration” and points to the fact that the minimum figure of Eaton for Kenya corresponds with P.H. 
Hamilton’s minimum figure for that country. Id.  
 
The 1981 Hamilton report, also based on questionnaires and personal observations, asserted that despite a 
decline in Kenya’s leopard population since the 1960s, Hamilton believed that “a recovery of the leopard 
is underway in Kenya” and that “the lessons of Kenya are widely applicable.” 47 Fed. Reg. at 4206. 
Notably missing is any acknowledgment that this asserted recovery took place in the years following 
Kenya’s 1977 decision to prohibit trophy hunting of leopards. Further, as acknowledged – but not heeded 
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– in the final rule, even “Hamilton reports that leopards have declined generally in Kenya since the 
1960s” and Hamilton said that the virtual elimination of leopards from North Africa “should serve as a 
warning to any who believe that this species can always survive no matter what the impact of man.” 47 
Fed. Reg. at 4206.  
 
FWS stated that Hamilton “supports reclassification and controlled sport hunting of the species.” Id. 
According to FWS, Hamilton supported lifting the ban on the importation of leopard trophies because “it 
has not served any useful purpose. The number involved has been relatively small and the ban runs 
counter to the concept of giving the leopard monetary value that will help to justify its continued 
existence in Africa.” Id. This is not entirely surprising considering that Hamilton obtained his information 
by talking to 21 professional hunters. Id. at 4206. Unjustifiably, FWS characterized these biased sources 
(the professional hunters) as “the most valuable single source of information.” Id. at 4206.  
 
In the 1982 final rule, FWS continued to rely on the “expert opinion” of Eaton on the status of leopards in 
the relevant countries, even though FWS acknowledged that Hamilton “considers Eaton’s estimates and 
judgements as invalid”. Id. Further, FWS did not acknowledge that Eaton’s conclusions conflict with 
Myers’s conclusions in some cases, as noted above.  
 
Further demonstrating that this 1982 downlisting was not based on the best available science – as required 
by law – FWS conceded the “primary reason” that it changed the geographic scope of the downlisting 
was due to opposition from range States in the northern portion of the sub-Saharan region (i.e., Liberia, 
Senegal, and Sudan opposed the proposal, and Benin, Ethiopia, and Ghana reported that the leopard was 
endangered in those countries). Id. at 4207.  
 
Aside from this change in geographic scope and the addition of one report regarding population status in 
one country, the final rule does not include any new information regarding the threats to the species that 
was not included in the proposed rule. FWS acknowledged that “more than 90 percent” of the over 1,000 
comments received on the proposed rule opposed the Threatened listing and special rule (id. at 4208), yet 
it finalized the Threatened listing and adopted the proposed special rule to allow the import of leopard 
trophies without requiring an ESA permit. 
 
In relaxing its oversight of leopard trophy hunting, FWS baldly concluded that “Experts agree that the 
economic value that would develop for the species through sporthunting will encourage some of the 
countries [which may consider leopards as vermin] to develop management and conservation programs 
and will discourage indiscriminate killings by local landowners.” Id. at 4209.  Further, FWS stated that 
“hunting is already going on in Africa, and any increase caused by the participation of U.S. residents 
should not have significant adverse impacts.” Id. Both of these statements are entirely unsupported and 
baseless, further proving that the current leopard listing is based on a woefully outdated foundation that 
was not even valid at the time the listing was finalized.  
 
Thus, the 1982 listing for Panthera pardus cannot be said to be in compliance with the ESA’s mandate 
that listing decisions be made solely on the basis of the best available science. In finalizing the listing, 
FWS relied on biased sources, misrepresented material scientific conclusions, and patently conceded that 
the scope of the listing was based on political – and not biological – considerations.  The egregious flaws 
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in this listing are exacerbated by the decades that have passed without further review of the listing, the 
basis of which has been firmly rejected by a consensus of current leopard experts. Therefore, the current 
ESA protections for leopards in southern Africa are inadequate, endangering the entire species across a 
significant portion of its range. 
 

Leopard Listing Under CITES 
 
Panthera pardus has been listed on CITES Appendix I since the first meeting of the Conference of the 
Parties,20 a listing that became effective on 4 February 1977. Trade in specimens of species listed on 
Appendix I “must be subject to particularly strict regulation in order not to endanger further their survival 
and must only be authorized in exceptional circumstances.” CITES Art. II.21 Specimens of Appendix I 
species cannot be exported or imported unless authorized by permit by both exporting and importing 
countries. CITES Art. III.22 An import permit can be granted only if the specimen is not to be used in the 
importing country for primarily commercial purposes. CITES, Art. III.   
 
While Appendix I affords the highest level of protection under CITES, Panthera pardus does not enjoy 
the full extent of these protections, due to the unsustainable and not scientifically-based export quotas for 
hunting trophies and skins for personal purposes that are currently in place.  Leopard export quotas have 
been set by CITES Resolutions since 1983 (CITES Resolution Conf. 4.13,23 replaced today by Resolution 
Conf. 10.14 (Rev. CoP16)24,25 and FWS has long expressed support for this quota system.  See, e.g., Fed. 
Reg. Vol 59, Doc. No: 94-20050 (August 16, 1994).  
 
As detailed in this section, the Service’s implementation of the CITES and ESA listings for Panthera 
pardus is not based on science and fails to provide sufficient oversight of the trophy hunting industry to 
ensure that Americans are not contributing to unsustainable offtake of leopard populations, and therefore 
are not adequate regulatory mechanism to protect the species.  
 

FWS Regulations for Leopard Trophy Imports to the U.S. Are Inadequate 
 
In the 1982 rule finalizing the Threatened listing for southern African leopards under the ESA, FWS 
averred that even though no ESA import permit would be required for trophies, a CITES import permit 
for leopard trophies will only be issued if “it is determined that the country of origin for the trophy has a 
management program for the leopard, and can show that its populations can sustain a sport hunting 
harvest, and that sport hunting enhances the survival of the species.” 47 Fed. Reg. at 4205 (emphasis 
added).  
 

                                                           
20 CITES, Appendices I-II, available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/01/E01-Appendices.pdf.  
21 CITES, art. II, available at https://cites.org/eng/disc/text.php#II.  
22 CITES, art. III, available at https://cites.org/eng/disc/text.php#III.  
23 See Annex 1, CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-
23.pdf. 
24 CITES, CoP16 Conf. 10.4 (2002), available at https://cites.org/eng/res/10/10-14R16.php.  
25 See also CITES, CoP10 Doc. 10.42 (1997), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/10/doc/E10-
41to43.pdf.  

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/01/E01-Appendices.pdf
https://cites.org/eng/disc/text.php#II
https://cites.org/eng/disc/text.php#III
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf
https://cites.org/eng/res/10/10-14R16.php
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/10/doc/E10-41to43.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/10/doc/E10-41to43.pdf
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Further, the final rule provided that FWS will evaluate CITES import permit applications consistent with 
CITES Conference Report 2.11 [referring to then-valid Resolution Conf. 2.11], which – at that time – 
“indicate[d] that import permit decisions for sport-hunting trophies should be made on the basis of the 
following considerations: (1) Whether the importation will serve a purpose not-detrimental to the survival 
of the species; and (2) whether the killing of animals whose trophies are intended for import will enhance 
the survival of the species.” Id. (emphasis added).   
 
Moreover, FWS asserted that “very few leopard trophies will be imported into the United States” and that 
the “number is expected to be considerably less than the high of two hundred leopard trophy imports 
recorded in 1969.” 47 Fed. Reg. at 4211. The final rule stated that FWS had “reviewed the adequacy of 
the leopard conservation program in a specific case for Botswana and has determined in that case that the 
country currently meets the criteria.” Id. at 4205. 
 
However, since finalizing this regulation, FWS has not upheld these commitments, instead allowing well 
over 300 leopard trophy imports per year since 1999 and not conducting a rigorous analysis of whether 
the source country manages leopard populations in a way that enhances the survival of the species.  
Indeed, by its own admission, the Service’s practice does not include making enhancement findings for 
the import of African leopard trophies. 
 
While FWS regulations provide that hunting trophies26 can only be imported as personal items and cannot 
be sold after import, and that each hunter is limited to importing two leopards per calendar year, these 
limits are inadequate to protect leopards from unsustainable take by U.S. hunters seeking to import their 
body parts as trophies. See 65 Fed. Reg. 26664, 26679 (May 8, 2000); 72 Fed. Reg. 48402 (Aug. 23, 
2007); 50 C.F.R. §§ 23.55, 23.74. Indeed, on their face these regulations would allow for unlimited 
numbers of U.S. citizens to kill two leopards per year, a concept that is anathema to providing for the 
conservation of the species, as required by law. 16 U.S.C. § 1531(c)(1) (“It is further declared to be the 
policy of Congress that all Federal departments and agencies shall seek to conserve endangered species 
and threatened species and shall utilize their authorities in furtherance of” the conservation purpose of the 
ESA). 
 
Thus, in addition to the lack of scientific support for the original listing, the implementation of this listing 
is woefully inadequate to promote leopard conservation, endangering the survival of leopards in southern 
Africa. 
 

 FWS Is Not Applying the Enhancement Standard to Trophy Imports 
 
Although FWS committed in 1982 to only issue CITES import permits for leopard trophies after making 
an enhancement finding, 47 Fed. Reg. at 4205, the 1994 CITES Conference Report 2.11 [now known as 
Resolution Conf. 2.11] that FWS said it would use to evaluate the issuance of import permits was 
amended (based on a proposal from Namibia) to eliminate scientific scrutiny of trade in leopard parts, as 
indicated by the redline below: 
                                                           
26 FWS defines “sport-hunted trophy” as “a whole dead animal or a readily recognizable part or derivative of an 
animal” that, inter alia, “[w]as legally obtained by the hunter through hunting for his or her personal use.” 50 C.F.R. 
§ 23.74(b). 
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“CONSIDERING the need of uniform interpretation of the Convention with regard to 
hunting trophies;  
 
THE CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION RECOMMENDS 
 
a) that with the exception of the rare case of exemptions granted under paragraph 3 of 
Article VII of the Convention, trade in hunting trophies of animals of the species listed in 
Appendix I be permitted only in accordance with Article III, i.e. accompanied by import 
and export permits; 
 
b) that the scientific opinions under paragraphs 2 (a) and 3 (a) of Article III of the 
Convention cover the trade in dead specimens, too; 
 
c) that in order to achieve the envisaged double control (also in the scientific field) by the 
importing and the exporting country of the trade in Appendix−I specimens, the Scientific 
Authority have the possibility of comprehensive examination concerning the question of 
whether the importation is serving a purpose which is not detrimental to the survival of 
the species. This examination should, if possible, also cover the question of whether the 
killing of the animals whose trophies are intended for import would enhance the survival 
of the species;  
 
b) in order to achieve the envisaged complementary control of trade in Appendix-I 
species by the importing and exporting countries in the most effective and comprehensive 
manner, the Scientific Authority of the importing country accept the finding of the 
Scientific Authority of the exporting country that the exportation of the hunting trophy is 
not detrimental to the survival of the species, unless there are scientific or management 
data to indicate otherwise; 
… 

 
CITES Resolution Conf. 2.11, on Trade in Hunting Trophies of Species Listed in Appendix I (emphasis 
added).27 
 
The impact of these amendments was to eliminate the independent examination of detriment by the 
importing country, directing that “the importing country accept the finding of the Scientific Authority of 
the exporting country that the exportation of the hunting trophy is not detrimental to the survival of the 
species, unless there are scientific or management data to indicate otherwise.” Id. The amendment also 
eliminated the CITES requirement to make an enhancement finding. Therefore, the CITES protections 
that FWS relied on in relaxing ESA protections for southern African leopards have since been amended, 
necessitating a status review of the species and increased federal protections.  
 
Further, even though CITES Resolution Conf. 2.11 no longer required an enhancement finding after 
1994, the Service was nevertheless bound to its commitment from 1982 that it would apply the 
enhancement standard to leopard trophy imports, a duty that FWS has failed to meet. 
 
 

                                                           
27 Compare CITES, CoP9 Doc. 9.50 (1994), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/doc/E9-Doc-
50.pdf, with CITES, Com. 9.13 (Rev.), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/E9-in-session.pdf.  

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/doc/E9-Doc-50.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/doc/E9-Doc-50.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/E9-in-session.pdf
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 FWS Non-Detriment Advice Is Outdated and Not Scientifically Defensible 
 
The final rule listing certain sub-Saharan national leopard populations as Threatened was published on 
January 28, 1982 and became effective on March 1, 1982. In the final rule, FWS acknowledged that it had 
reviewed the adequacy of the leopard conservation program in Botswana and determined that the country 
meets the criteria for issuance of CITES import permits, but that it had not yet reviewed any other African 
range state’s leopard program. 47 Fed. Reg. at 4205. 
 
Shortly thereafter, on March 25, 1982 the FWS’s Office of the Scientific Authority sent a memorandum 
to wildlife authorities in relevant countries explaining the new Threatened status and how the FWS will 
determine, on a country-by-country basis, whether imports of leopard trophies will be for purposes that 
are not detrimental to the survival of the species (FWS 1982a). This memorandum states, “information 
now available to us is too incomplete for us to say with assurance that leopard trophy imports from any 
particular country can generally be approved under CITES” and states that the only countries that FWS 
might allow imports from were Botswana, Namibia, South Africa, Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe (Id. 
at 1). The memorandum lists the factors that the Scientific Authority will consider when advising on 
leopard trophy imports and states, “We will advise in favor of trophy imports from a particular country 
only when the best available information shows that sport-hunting of leopards can reasonably be expected 
to enhance the survival of the species in that country.” (Id. at 2). This memorandum makes clear that the 
FWS intended, at the time, to make findings of both non-detriment and enhancement, both of which were 
required by CITES at the time through the convention language and Resolution Conf. 2.11.  
 
Per this 1982 memorandum, the factors to be considered in evaluating imports were divided into four 
main issues:  

1) legal authority for sport-hunting (Does the country allow sport-hunting of leopards under 
national law or under laws of any smaller units of government (e.g., provinces or States)? Do any such 
laws provide sufficient authority to regulate the take of leopards? Is any such authority being exercised to 
effectively limit take? Is any take allowed by smaller units of government reviewed and coordinated at the 
national level?);  

2) take for other purposes (Does the country allow a commercial trade of leopards or allow the 
removal of leopards for livestock predator control? Is any such trade effectively regulated and 
monitored?);  

3) basis for limiting take (Does the country limit the quantity and spatial or seasonal distribution 
of the take of leopards? Are any such limits based on: Reliable information on leopard population trends 
and mortality estimates (including sport, commercial, predator control or other natural or man-caused 
mortality)? The relationship of leopard populations to available habitat? The goal of managing leopards to 
sustain their populations?); and  

4) controls on the taking and trading in leopards (Does the country maintain a licensing system 
for persons who take or process leopards or parts thereof? Is there a standardized, mandatory system 
under which all lawfully taken leopards are tagged or otherwise made reliably identifiable? Does any such 
marking system effectively prohibit the transport, in any way, of marked leopards or parts thereof? Does a 
standardized, mandatory export permit system exist? If so, is the export permit system linked directly to 
the standardized marking system, and is approval required from the country of import before permits are 
issued? Is the country of export a Party to CITES?). (Id. at 2, 3).  
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If provided, answers to these questions would allow the FWS to determine if sport-hunting of leopards 
could reasonably be expected to be both not-detrimental to, and to enhance, the survival of the species in 
that country. 
 
Only 2.5 months later, on June 10, 1982, the FWS Office of the Scientific Authority issued a 
memorandum to the FWS Federal Wildlife Permit Office advising that the import of leopard hunting 
trophies taken from Botswana, Tanzania, Zambia, Zimbabwe, or the Transvaal region in South Africa28 
after July 1, 197529 will not be detrimental to the survival of the species (FWS 1982b). FWS found that 
each of these countries, or in the case of South Africa, a portion of the country, “(a) has laws under which 
the regulated sport-hunting of leopards is allowed, (b) limits the quantity, or spatial or seasonal 
distribution of the take of leopards, (c) bases these limits on the goal of managing leopards to sustain their 
populations, (d) maintains a licensing system for persons who take or process leopards (except in South 
Africa), and (e) implements a permitting system to regulate trade in accordance with CITES.” Id.  At the 
same time, FWS noted that (1) leopard hunting was not allowed in Angola, Burundi, Gabon, Kenya, 
Lesotho, Malawi, Rwanda, Swaziland, and Uganda,  (2) FWS did not have enough information to advise 
on Namibia, and (3) the “available information indicates that it would not be appropriate to allow leopard 
trophy imports from Congo, Mozambique, or Zaire.” Id. 
 
It is unclear what information FWS used to draw these conclusions in its non-detriment advice. However, 
recent events and information call into question whether any of the approved countries had at the time, or 
even have today, science-based wildlife management in place that uses reliable information on leopard 
population trends and that takes into account mortality from all sources, including sport, commercial, 
predator control or other natural or man-caused mortality. For example, South Africa banned the export of 
leopard trophies during 2016 after the South Africa Department of Environmental Affairs advised that it 
could not make a non-detriment finding for such exports due to: “no rigorous estimate for the size of the 
South African leopard population, nor reliable estimates of leopard population trends at national or 
provincial scales”; “excessive offtakes”; “poorly managed trophy hunting”; “almost no reliable estimates 
for the extend of illegal off-take of leopards, though data from a few intensive studies in South Africa 
suggest that levels of illegal off-take exceed levels of legal off-take”; national and provincial trophy 
hunting quotas are “arbitrary, based on speculative population estimates”; and “harvests of leopards is not 
managed consistently throughout the country; some provinces implement effective controls, others do not. 
Legal off-takes are poorly documented in many provinces. There is an urgent need for a coordinated 
national strategy which provides standardized guidelines to all provinces for the management of leopards” 
(South Africa Department of Environmental Affairs 2015, p. 16). The Department concludes, “legal local 
and international trade in live animals and the export of hunting trophies at present poses a high risk to the 
survival of this species in South Africa.” This has most likely been the case since at least 1982 when the 
FWS approved imports from South Africa. 
                                                           
28 Transvaal was a province of South Africa from 1910 until the end of apartheid in 1994, when a new constitution 
subdivided it and it was succeeded by the provinces of Gauteng, Limpopo, Mpumalanga and the eastern part of 
North West province.  See Edgar Sanderson, Great Britain in Africa: The History of Colonial Expansion, 149 
(Simon Publications LLC 2001). 
29 Thus, in another example of how this listing was designed to cater to the trophy hunting industry, FWS 
grandfathered in trophies of leopards killed in the previous seven years when trophy imports were banned due to the 
Endangered status of the leopard. 
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Furthermore, according to South Africa, “recent research suggests that trophy hunting may be 
unsustainable in Limpopo, KwaZulu-Natal and possibly North West [provinces]” – yet the Limpopo and 
North West provinces were once part of the Transvaal region in South Africa from which FWS approved 
imports. It is deeply concerning that, although this information has been available publicly for nearly a 
year (it was published on September 10, 2015), the FWS has not rescinded its 1982 approval of imports 
from the Transvaal region in South Africa. 
 
While we do not have information provided to FWS by the aforementioned countries approved for 
imports, in an undated letter to the FWS Office of Scientific Authority from Namibia’s (then called South 
West Africa) Department of Agriculture and Nature Conservation (apparently sent in response to the 
letter from FWS to leopard range states), Namibia explains that exports of leopard trophies had been 
prohibited by legislation since July 15, 1977 and trophy hunting of leopards was not allowed (South West 
Africa undated). Based on a survey of farmers, there were an estimated 3,000 leopards in the country; in 
1980, 123 leopards were killed by farmers to protect their livestock; in 1981, 201 were killed for this 
purpose. The letter also explained that the South West Africa Hunter’s and Guides’ Association recently 
petitioned the government to allow leopard hunting, and this is evidence that the Service’s decision to 
downlist African leopards to facilitate trophy hunting by Americans also encouraged foreign countries 
like Namibia to permit leopard trophy hunting.  
 
Namibia approved the petition and opened leopard hunting under certain conditions for two hunting 
seasons beginning February 1, 1983. The conditions included: landowners must apply to the Department 
of Nature Conservation to qualify as potential trophy hunting ranches; smaller farms (< 5,000 ha.) would 
be allocated one leopard hunt per year, and larger farms two hunts per year; each trophy would be tagged 
with a metal tag bearing a unique number and the Department’s emblem; dogs, horses, and bait may be 
used for hunting leopard but leopards may not be caged, trapped or confined for the purpose of trophy 
hunting; if it is found that the number of leopards killed for trophy plus the number killed for protection 
of livestock exceeds the number killed yearly in the past just for the protection of livestock, then trophy 
hunting would be stopped immediately; and farms would be inspected for leopard occurrence before 
hunting permits are issued. The letter said that the Department will keep records of permits issued, 
successful hunts, and measurements of trophies; no permits will be issued for export of leopard trophies 
killed before February 1, 1983; and all revenue received from trophy hunting will be deposited with the 
treasury which allocates money for research.  
 
However, notably absent from these conditions is the establishment of a science-based wildlife 
management program that uses reliable information on leopard population trends and that takes into 
account mortality from all sources, including sport, commercial, predator control or other natural or man-
caused mortality. The establishment of an annual quota of one leopard for small farms and two for large 
farms is completely arbitrary and is not based on knowledge of the leopard population in the area. The 
requirement that the number of leopards hunted legally must not out-number the number of leopards 
killed in previous years for stock protection is not science-based management: there is no information to 
allow the conclusion that offtakes for stock protection were biologically sustainable. 
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Nonetheless, on March 10, 1983, FWS issued an internal memorandum advising that the import of 
leopard trophies taken in Namibia on or after February 1, 1983 will be for purposes that are not 
detrimental to the survival of the species, referring back to the rationale included in the 1982 
memorandum (FWS 1983). This memorandum provides no rationale for the decision or any comment on 
the information provided by Namibia. 
 
These 1982 and 1983 non-detriment advice memoranda are completely outdated and scientifically 
indefensible today and cannot be said to qualify as adequate conservation measures. Pursuant to these 
internal memoranda – and in direct conflict with the commitments it made in the 1982 listing rule – FWS 
authorized the import of up to 657 leopard trophies per year from 1980 through 2014 (Figure 2). See 71 
Fed. Reg. 20168, 20208 (April 19, 2006) (“From 2001 to 2003, there were between … 420 and 450 
leopard trophies imported into the United States annually.”); see Section IV(B), supra. 
 
Then in September 2015 – in direct conflict with the decision it made in 1982 – FWS issued another 
internal memorandum, advising that the import of leopard trophies from Mozambique during calendar 
year 2015 will be for purposes that are not detrimental to the survival of the species. FWS, Non-
Detriment Advice (Sept. 28, 2015) (“FWS 2015”). In that memorandum, FWS concedes that “there are no 
reliable, widely-accepted, continent-wide estimates of leopard population sizes in Africa” (id. at ¶ 9) and 
that “the impact of trophy hunting on leopard populations is unclear, but this activity may have negative 
impacts at the demographic and population levels, especially when females are shot and any dependent 
off-spring also perish” (id. at ¶ 13). There is no evidence that this advice has been reviewed or renewed 
for calendar year 2016, but there are critical flaws in this non-detriment advice. 
 
First, the 2015 Mozambique non-detriment advice astoundingly relies on the findings of Martin and de 
Meulenaer (1988), asserting that the current population size of the leopard in Africa is more than 714,000. 
As detailed below, this report’s methodology has been completely discredited, and the best available 
science makes clear that there are nowhere near this many African leopards left today.  While FWS 
acknowledged some criticism, it wrongly concluded that the Martin and de Meulenaer (1988) findings 
“are still largely valid today.” FWS, Non-Detriment Advice (Sept. 28, 2015) (“FWS 2015”).   
 
The FWS further stated, without identifying the source of the information, that, “Leopard densities vary 
from 1-30 individuals per 100 km2 according to habitat, prey availability, and degree of threat. The lowest 
densities correspond to arid areas (for example, 1.25 adults per 100 km2 in arid areas in South Africa), 
while the highest leopard densities correspond to mesic woodland savannas that occur in protected areas 
in East and South Africa (for example, 30.3 individuals per 100 km2 in riparian areas with high prey 
density).”  However, this general information is misleading and instead the FWS should have considered 
readily available information specific to Mozambique – for example, a 2008-2010 study in Niassa 
National Reserve, Mozambique, using camera traps found that leopard density was 2.18 – 12.65 
leopard/100 km2 (Jorge 2012), much lower than the 30.3 cited by FWS. Furhter, a more recent study 
using camera traps in Xonghile Game Reserve, a protected area in Mozambique, found leopard density to 
be only 1.53 leopard/100km2 (Strampelli 2015); the author also studied leopards in another area, Limpopo 
National Park, and although he was not able to estimate leopard density there, he thought it would be on 
par with, or less than, that in Xonghile.  
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The FWS stated, “The impact of trophy hunting on leopard populations is unclear, but this activity may 
have negative impacts at the demographic and population levels, especially when females are shot and 
any dependent off-spring also perish (Barnett and Patterson 2005; Caro et al. 2009; Daly et al. 2005); 
Lindsey et al. 2007; Packer et al. 2009). An additional matter of potential concern is that female leopards 
have been taken as trophies despite national regulations that specify male-only harvests (e.g., Tanzania; 
Spong et al. 2000).” But according to Jorge (2012), females are not allowed to be trophy hunted in Niassa 
National Reserve, Mozambique; however, offtake for trophy hunting combined with illegal offtake 
resulted in an unsustainable overall offtake. The Service’s failure to take this readily available 
information into account was arbitrary and capricious.  
 
Further, in 2007, Mozambique successfully proposed to double its leopard CITES export quota from 60 to 
120. The U.S. preliminary negotiating position was to oppose this proposal, a fact not mentioned in the 
2015 Mozambique non-detriment advice, and the U.S. ultimately supported the proposal.   
 
The 2015 FWS Mozambique memo outlines the claims made in Mozambique’s 2007 CITES proposal 
including: “little research had been conducted into the status, distribution, or ecology of the leopard in 
Mozambique” but the proposal indicated that, based on Martin and de Meulenaer (1988) the leopard 
population was 37,542; a harvest rate of 5% is 1,779; three field studies characterized the leopard 
population as “widely distributed” and “common” (citing to Smithers and Tello 1976; Tello 1986; and 
Begg and Begg 2004); 82% of Mozambique is suitable leopard habitat that could support 3-10 leopards 
per 100km2 (according to Mozambique’s 2007 CITES proposal); Mozambique’s protected areas comprise 
130,537km2 and 90% of these areas have good or prime leopard habitat (id); even if Mozambique’s 
leopard population is 50% of that estimated by Martin and de Meulenaer (1988) or 20,000, this 
population size could sustain an annual harvest of 1000; therefore, according to Mozambique’s proposal, 
the population estimated suggest that there is scope for increase in annual offtake without any danger of 
significant threat to the species.  But even at the time this memorandum was issued, the Martin and de 
Meulenaer (2008) report had already been completely discredited and it was arbitrary for the Service to 
rely on that information in issuing its non-detriment advice.  
 
The DSA acknowledges that Mozambique is a Category 3 country under the CITES national legislation 
project, meaning that “legislation does not meet the requirements for implementing CITES” and that the 
country is identified as in need of “priority attention”. Indeed, in 2014, the Environmental Investigation 
Agency and the International Rhino Foundation  (EIA and IRF) submitted a petition to the U.S. 
government to have Mozambique certified under the Pelly Amendment for diminishing the effectiveness 
of CITES (Environmental Investigation Agency and International Rhino Foundation 2014). This petition, 
which focusses on poaching and trafficking in elephants and rhinos, states, “Mozambique has failed to 
adopt adequate CITES implementing legislation, lacks adequate penalties to deter poaching and illegal 
trade and suffers from rampant corruption.” (Id. at 1). DSA notes several recent developments such as the 
passage of a new law designed to reduce poaching and illegal wildlife trade and the development of a 
“national rhino and ivory plan.” However, EIA and IRF state that, while the new law is a step in the right 
direction, it’s not clear to what extent it will systemically improve CITES implementation. (Id. at 15). 
DSA also notes that “government corruption remains a serious problem.” The EIA and IRF petition 
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documents rampant corruption in the wildlife sector. Transparency International gives Mozambique a 
score of 31 out of 100, with 0 being highly corrupt.30 
 
In conclusion, DSA wrongly states that Mozambique has improved its CITES implementation in recent 
years; that the leopard population of Mozambique is sufficiently large enough to support sport-hunting 
quotas, despite relying the outdated and discredited figures by Martin and de Meulenaer (1988); and there 
are potential benefits to leopards deriving from concessionaires’ management activities in Mozambique 
with regard to this species, despite the existence of evidence that offtake for trophy hunting and illegal 
offtake combined are not sustainable in Niassa Game Reserve, Mozambique. On this last point, the DSA 
notes that sport hunting in Mozambique is subject to a “Strategic Plan for the Development of Tourism in 
Mozambique (2004-2013)”31 which “incorporates economic incentives to communities and the private 
sector through increased income and employment opportunities via leopard sport hunting”; however, the 
Plan offers no details on how hunting will be managed and regulated to ensure that it is not detrimental to 
the survival of the species. 
 
Finally, the Mozambique non-detriment advice fails to take into consideration multiple relevant leopard 
studies that were available prior to September 2015: 
 

 Braczkowski, A.R., Balme, G.A., Dickman, A., Macdonald, D.W., Johnson, P.J., Lindsey, P.A. 
and Hunter, L.T.B. 2015a. Rosettes, Remingtons and Reputation: Establishing potential 
determinants of leopard (Panthera pardus) trophy prices across Africa. African Journal of 
Wildlife Research 45(2): 158–168. 

 Braczkowski, A.R., Balme, G.A., Dickman, A., Macdonald, D.W., Fattebert, J., Dickerson, T., 
Johnson, P. and Hunter, L. 2015b. Who bites the bullet first? The susceptibility of leopards 
Panthera pardus to trophy hunting. PloS one, 10(4): e0123100. 

 
 Du Preez, B.D., Loveridge, A.J. and Macdonald, D.W. 2014. To bait or not to bait: A comparison 

of camera-trapping methods for estimating leopard Panthera pardus density. Biological 
Conservation 176: 153-161. 

 
 Grey, J.C. 2011. Leopard population dynamics, trophy hunting and conservation in the 

Soutpansberg Mountains, South Africa. Doctoral thesis. Durham University, Old Elvet, Durham, 
South Africa. 

 
 Henschel, P. 2008. The conservation biology of the leopard Panthera pardus in Gabon: Status, 

threats and strategies for conservation. Dissertation zur Erlangung des Doktorgrades der 
Mathematisch-Naturwissenschaftlichen Fakultäten der Georg-August-Universität zu Göttingen, 
available at http://d-nb.info/99732676X/34. 

 
                                                           
30 Transparency International, Corruption by Country: Mozambique, available at 
https://www.transparency.org/country/#MOZ (last visited Jul. 20, 2016). 
31 Republic of Mozambique Ministory of Tourism, Strategic Plan for the Development of Tourism in Mozambique 
(2004 – 2013), Volume I (Feb. 2004), available at 
http://www.tartarugabay.com/Mozambique%20Tourism%20Strategic%20Plan.pdf.  

http://d-nb.info/99732676X/34
https://www.transparency.org/country/#MOZ
http://www.tartarugabay.com/Mozambique%20Tourism%20Strategic%20Plan.pdf
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 Henschel, P. 2010. The status of the leopard in Gabon and lessons learned for leopard research 
and management in W/C Africa. Powerpoint presentation. Large Carnivore Workshop, 3-4 
November 2010, available at http://www.largecarnivoresafrica.com/wp-content/uploads/philiph-
henschel2.pdf.  

 
 Jackson, P., Bell, R., Borner, M., Bothma, J.du P., Caughley, G., Hestbeck, J.B., Leyhausen, P., 

Mendelssohn, H., Norton, P.M., Ranjitsinh, M.K., Shoemaker, A.H., Singh, A., Swank, W., 
Walker, C., Wilson, V.J. and Martin, R.B. 1989.  A review by leopard specialists of The Status of 
Leopard in Sub-Saharan Africa by Martin and de Meulenaer. Information document No. 3 
submitted to the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to CITES (Lausanne, 1989). 

 
 Jorge, A.A. 2012. The sustainability of leopard Panthera pardus sport hunting in Niassa National 

Reserve, Mozambique. Master’s thesis. School of Life Sciences, University of KwaZulu-Natal, 
Westville, South Africa. March 2012. 

 
 Palazy L., Bonenfant C., Gaillard J-M, and Courchamp F. 2011. Cat Dilemma: Too Protected To 

Escape Trophy Hunting? PloS one 6(7): e22424. 
 

 Pinnock, D. 2016. South Africa bans leopard trophy hunting for 2016. Africa Geographic blog, 
25 January 2016. 

 
 South Africa Department of Environmental Affairs. 2015. Non-detriment Findings. Government 

Gazette No. 39185, 10 September 2015, Department of Environmental Affairs Notice 897 of 
2015. 

 
 Swanepoel, L.H., Somers, M.J. and Dalerum, F. 2015. Functional responses of retaliatory killing 

versus recreational sport hunting of leopards in South Africa. PloS one 10(4): e0125539. 
 
Therefore, this non-detriment advice – which relies on thoroughly discredited and outdated science and 
ignores the non-existence of a leopard management plan in Mozambique – is arbitrary, capricious, and a 
completely inadequate regulatory mechanism to protect the species from overexploitation. 
 
Given that 2016 has seen the publication of the most comprehensive study on the status of this species 
(Jacobson et al. 2016a), as well as an updated IUCN assessment of the species (Stein et al. 2016), none of 
the three non-detriment advice memoranda can be said to be based on the best available science.  Thus, 
current U.S. CITES regulations for leopards are insufficient to ensure that the U.S. impacts on this species 
are not detrimental, as required by law. 
 

CITES Export Quotas Are Not Based on Science 
 
Currently, CITES has established export quotas for twelve African countries for leopard skins traded for 
personal and hunting trophy purposes, totalling 2,648 leopard skins per year (CITES Resolution Conf. 
10.14 (Rev. CoP16)) (see Table 5). Notably, two of these countries – Central African Republic and 

http://www.largecarnivoresafrica.com/wp-content/uploads/philiph-henschel2.pdf
http://www.largecarnivoresafrica.com/wp-content/uploads/philiph-henschel2.pdf
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Ethiopia – have populations that FWS recognizes are Endangered, highlighting the lack of scientific basis 
for these quotas. 

Table 5: CITES African leopard export quotas 1983-2016. 
Countries Quota 

1983 
Quota 
1985 

Quota 
1987 

Quota 
1989 

Quota 
1992 

Quota 
1994 - 
2001 

Quota 
2002 

Quota 
2004 

Quota 
2007 - 
2016 

Botswana 80 80 80 100 100 130 130 130 130 
Central 
African 
Republic 

0 0 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 

Ethiopia 0 0 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 
Kenya 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 
Malawi 20 20 20 20 50 50 50 50 50 
Mozambique 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 120 
Namibia 0 0 0 0 100 100 100 250 250 
South Africa 0 0 0 50 75 75 75 150 150 
Uganda 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 
United 
Republic of 
Tanzania 

60 250 250 250 250 250 500 500 500 

Zambia 80 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 
Zimbabwe 80 350 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 
Total 460 1140 1830 1900 2055 2085 2335 2560 2648 
Sources: CITES CoP5 Doc. 5.23, CITES CoP6 Doc. 6.27, CITES CoP7 Doc. 7.28, CITES Cop8 Doc. 8.20, CITES 
Resolution Conf. 8.10 and 8.10 (Rev.), CITES CoP9 Doc. 9.26, CITES CoP10 Doc. 10.42, CITES Resolution Conf. 10.4 
and 10.4 (Rev. CoP13), CITES CoP12 Doc. 12.23.1, CITES CoP13 Com. 1 Rep. 1 (Rev. 1), CITES CoP13 Plen. 4, 
CITES CoP14 Com. 1.6, CITES CoP14 Plen. 4, and CITES Resolution Conf. 10.14 (Rev. CoP16). 

 
CITES export quotas have grown substantially since the U.S. downlisted certain populations of sub-
Saharan African leopards (Table 5). The total number of leopards that can be exported annually rose five-
fold from 460 in 1983 to 2,648 in 2016; and the number of countries with export quotas rose from seven 
in 1983 to twelve in 2016.  

However, these quotas have no scientific basis and are not routinely reviewed to ensure that are not 
detrimental to the survival of the species. Indeed, the basis for the original and subsequent CITES export 
quotas for leopards is a model by Martin and de Meulenaer (1988) that has been dismissed by modern 
leopard scientists – as discussed further below – as over-simplified since it was based on a correlation 
between rainfall and leopard numbers in savannah habitats of East Africa and used to predict leopard 
numbers across their entire sub-Saharan Africa range (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). Martin and de 
Meulenar’s model was reviewed by specialists from the IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group and was rejected 
because the methodology used was highly flawed resulting in exaggerated and inaccurate population 
figures (Jackson et al. 1989, Balme et al. 2010, Grey 2011). Yet, the model remains as the sole basis for 
the existing CITES leopard export quotas. 
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Botswana:  

Botswana was one of the first countries to receive a CITES-approved leopard export quota in 
1983, of 80 animals;32 the working documents discussed at the 1983 meeting are not readily available, so 
it is not possible to evaluate the information used by the Parties when approving this quota. The quota 
was increased in 1987 to 100,33 and then increased again in 1994 (effective in 1995) to 130, the latter with 
the support of the U.S.34  Demonstrating the lack of an effective system to evaluate proposals to increase 
CITES leopard export quotas, the two most recent increases occurred without Botswana providing a 
supporting statement; there was no written proposal submitted for consideration by the Parties; Botswana 
simply requested the increases and the CITES Parties granted the request. Botswana then banned all 
trophy hunting, including of leopard, beginning in 2014 (Stein et al. 2016) due to declining wildlife 
populations, according to the Ministry of Wildlife, Environment and Tourism.35 It is worth noting that 
1987 is when the draft report of Martin and de Meulenaer (1987) was also presented to the Parties and 
this report was apparently used to establish or increase a number of CITES leopard quotas, including that 
of Botswana, where the authors estimated the population to be 7,729. (Id. at 647). However, in 1992, 
Botswana (and Malawi, Namibia, Zambia and Zimbabwe) proposed to transfer its population to CITES 
Appendix II with an export quota of 100; this proposal, which was not approved, estimated Botswana’s 
leopard population to be 5,822 animals.   

Central African Republic:  

Central African Republic received a CITES leopard export quota in 1987, for 40 animals,36 and 
this has remained the same until today. The supporting statement by Central African Republic in which 
this quota was requested did not provide a population estimate, explain how the figure of 40 was derived, 
or any provide other information about how they would ensure this offtake would not detrimental to the 
survival of the leopard.37 Nonetheless, the CITES Parties approved the quota. It is worth noting that 1987 
is when the draft report of Martin and de Meulenaer (1987) was presented to the Parties and this report 
was apparently used to establish or increase a number of CITES leopard quotas, including that of Central 
African Republic, where the authors estimated the population to be 41,546. (Id. at 647). 

Ethiopia:  

Ethiopia received a CITES leopard export quota in 1987 of 500.38  However, there is no record of 
Ethiopia having submitted a supporting statement to the meeting where this quota was established.39 No 
summary record of this meeting is readily available to the public. However, 1987 is when the draft report 
of Martin and de Meulenaer (1987) was presented to the Parties and this report was apparently used to 
establish or increase a number of CITES leopard quotas, including that of Ethiopia, where the authors 

                                                           
32 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 414 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf.  
33 CITES, CoP8 Doc. 8.20, p. 1 (1992), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/doc/E-20.pdf.  
34 CITES, CoP9 Com. I Summary Report, p. 172 (1994), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/E9-ComI.pdf. 
35 Press Release, Hunting Ban in Botswana, Message from Permanent Secretary (August 20, 2013), available at 
https://www.facebook.com/permalink.php?story_fbid=500849569997706&id=148228411926492. 
36 CITES, CoP7 Doc. 7.28, p. 791 (1989), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/07/doc/E07-28.pdf. 
37 CITES, CoP6 Doc. 6.28, p. 671 (1987), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-28.pdf. 
38 CITES, CoP7 Doc. 7.28, p. 791 (1989), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/07/doc/E07-28.pdf.  
39 CITES, CoP6 Doc. 6.1 (1987), available at https://cites.org/eng/cop/06/doc/index.php. 

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/doc/E-20.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/E9-ComI.pdf
https://www.facebook.com/permalink.php?story_fbid=500849569997706&id=148228411926492
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/07/doc/E07-28.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-28.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/07/doc/E07-28.pdf
https://cites.org/eng/cop/06/doc/index.php
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estimated the population to be 9,782. (Id. at 647). Therefore, the export quota would allow the offtake of 
5.1% of the population annually, which is wholly unsustainable. 

Kenya:  

Kenya was one of the first countries to receive a CITES leopard export quota in 1983, of 80;40 the 
working documents discussed at the 1983 meeting are not readily available to facilitate the evaluation of 
the information used by the Parties when approving this quota. This quota has remained unchanged from 
1983 to the present, although Kenya banned trophy hunting in 1977 (further demonstrating that the 
CITES export quotas are not based on the best available information). 

Malawi:  

Malawi was one of the first countries to receive a CITES leopard export quota in 1983, of 20 
animals;41 the working documents discussed at the 1983 meeting are not readily available to facilitate 
evaluation of the information used by the Parties when approving this quota. The quota was increased to 
50 in 199242 when Malawi (and Botswana, Namibia, Zambia and Zimbabwe) proposed to transfer its 
population to CITES Appendix II with an export quota of 50; this proposal estimated Malawi’s leopard 
population to be only 541 animals;43 this means that the offtake for international trade could comprise as 
much as 9.2% of the population annually which is well beyond the reproductive capacity of the species. 
Nonetheless, while the Parties did not approve the proposed transfer, they did approve the increased 
export quota.  

Mozambique:  
 

Mozambique was one of the first countries to receive a CITES leopard export quota in 1983, of 
60 animals;44 the working documents discussed at the 1983 meeting are not readily available to facilitate 
evaluation of the information used by the Parties when approving this quota. In 2007, Mozambique 
proposed to the CITES Parties to increase their annual leopard export quota from 60 to 120.45 The 
proposal cited the Martin and de Meulenaer (2008) estimate of 37,542 leopards in Mozambique in 
justifying the quota increase. (Id. at 2). The FWS stated that their tentative U.S. negotiating position was 
to oppose this proposal (FWS 2007): 

 
“In this document, Mozambique proposes to increase its export quota for leopard hunting trophies 
and skins for personal use from 60 to 120. The United States, as reflected in the document we 
submitted for CoP12 on establishing scientifically based quotas, and in accordance with 
Resolution Conf. 9.21 (Rev. CoP13), which calls for establishment of a scientific basis for 
proposed quotas, is very interested in ensuring that annual export quotas are established on strong 

                                                           
40 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 414 (1985), available at  https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-
23.pdf. 
41 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 414 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf. 
42 CITES, CoP8 Resolutions Adopted, p. 26 (1992), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/E-
Resolutions.pdf. 
43 CITES, CoP8, Amendments to Appendices (1992), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF. 
44 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 414 (1985), available at  https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-
23.pdf. 
45 CITES, CoP14 Doc. 14.37.1 (2007), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/doc/E14-37-1.pdf. 

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/E-Resolutions.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/E-Resolutions.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/doc/E14-37-1.pdf
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biological data. Mozambique's request does not provide enough biological information about the 
population of leopards or their prey in Mozambique to determine whether the population can be 
sustained under the proposed quota figure.” 

 
However, the U.S. opposition to this proposal was not noted for the record and the proposal was 
accepted.46 Israel opposed the proposal due to lack of scientific rigor and that there was little recent 
information on population status, distribution and ecology.47 
 
Namibia:  

In 1992, Namibia (and Botswana, Malawi, Zambia and Zimbabwe) proposed to transfer its 
leopard population to CITES Appendix II with an export quota of 100.48 The CITES Parties did not 
approve the change in status but did approve the quota. This quota was increased in 2004 to 250 based on 
a population estimated by Martin and de Meulenaer (1988) of 7,745 (which, it was said, could support a 
“safe harvest” of 332 animals,49 or 4.2% of the population annually). The U.S. expressed support for this 
increased quota.50 

South Africa:  

South Africa was first granted a CITES leopard export quota in 1989, of 50 animals;51 the 
working documents discussed at this meeting are not readily available to facilitate evaluation of the 
information used by the Parties when approving this quota. However, according to Grey (2011) the 
proposal was based on a 1.5% offtake of the 23,472 leopards estimated to be in South Africa according to 
Martin and de Meulenaer (1988).  South Africa’s quota was increased to 75 in 199252 based on a verbal 
request from the country during a CITES meeting and with no documentation or reasoning provided. 
Then South Africa’s quota was increased from 75 to 150 in 2004 based on information in a document 
submitted by the country that did not provide a population estimate but claimed that the leopard 
population was increasing;53 the U.S. supported the increased quota despite the poor science.54  

The increase in the CITES quota for South Africa meant that the number of permits issued in 
Limpopo Province of South Africa, where most leopard trophy hunting occurs, increased from 35 to 50 in 
2006 even though there were no accurate population data for leopards in the province and no assessments 
                                                           
46 CITES, CoP14 Com. I Rep. 2 (Rev. 1) (2007), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-
Com-I-Rep-02.pdf ; CITES CoP14 Plen. 4 (Rev. 2) (2007), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-Plen-4.pdf. 
47 CITES, CoP14 Com. I Rep. 2 (Rev. 1), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-Com-I-
Rep-02.pdf 
48 CITES, CoP 8 Amendments to Appendices (1992), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF. 
49 CITES, CoP13 Doc. 19.1, p. 2 (2004), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/doc/E13-19-
1.pdf. 
50 CITES, CoP13 Com. 1 Rep. 1 (Rev. 1), p. 1 (2004), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/rep/E13-ComIRep1.pdf. 
51 CITES, CoP8 Doc. 8.20, p. 1 (1992), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/doc/E-20.pdf. 
52 CITES, CoP8 Doc. 8.45.1, p. 1 (1992), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/doc/E-45-
45_1.pdf  
53 CITES, CoP 13 Doc. 19.2 (2004), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/doc/E13-19-2.pdf. 
54 CITES, CoP13 Com. 1 Rep. 1 (Rev. 1), p. 1 (2004), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/rep/E13-ComIRep1.pdf. 
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were undertaken to determine whether offtake is sustainable (Grey 2011). However, Pitman et al. (2015) 
found that, in Limpopo Province, legal leopard offtake for trophy hunting and as problem animals 
combined was not sustainable. In 2015, the South Africa Department of Environmental Affairs similarly 
concluded that: national and provincial leopard hunting quotas are arbitrary; there is no rigorous estimate 
of the leopard population size, nor are there reliable estimates of trends at the national or provincial level; 
poorly managed trophy hunting and excessive offtakes were major threats; trophy hunting is poorly 
managed and not effectively controlled in many areas, and is not managed consistently throughout the 
country; and there are indications that trophy hunting is unsustainable in several provinces due to 
excessive hunting quotas, focused hunting efforts, and the additive impact of leopard poaching and 
problem animal control (South Africa Department of Environmental Affairs 2015). The Department 
concluded that export of hunting trophies poses a high risk to the survival of the species in South Africa 
(South Africa Department of Environmental Affairs 2015), and announced that it would suspend issuance 
of leopard export permits for 2016 (Pinnock 2016). 

Uganda:  
 

In 2007, Uganda proposed to the CITES Parties to transfer its population from CITES Appendix I 
to II, with an annual export quota of 50 of skins for personal purposes and trophies.55 The proposal 
contained no information on the size or trend of the leopard population in Uganda, and provided no 
scientific basis for the quota of 50, although it did cite the Martin and de Meulenaer (1988) estimate of 
700,000 leopards in Africa. (Id. at 2).  The FWS stated that their tentative U.S. negotiating position was to 
oppose this proposal to transfer the population to Appendix II and to oppose the export quota of 50 
leopards per year (FWS 2007): 
 

“The proposal is not written in accordance with the format for proposals to amend the 
Appendices as per Annex 6 to Resolution Conf. 9.24 (Rev. CoP13). As a result, it does not 
demonstrate that the population in Uganda no longer meets the biological criteria for inclusion in 
Appendix I or which precautionary measure will be in place. The CITES Secretariat has 
suggested that Uganda request consideration of this proposal under agenda item 37 (Appendix-I 
species subject to export quotas) rather than item 68 (Proposals to amend the Appendices). 

“Uganda asserts that the proposed export quota of 50 leopards per year is a precautionary figure 
that will account for both animal control and sport hunting. The United States, as reflected in the 
document we submitted for CoP12 on establishing scientifically based quotas and in accordance 
with Resolution Conf. 9.21 (Rev. CoP13), which calls for establishment of a scientific basis for 
proposed quotas, is keen to ensure that annual export quotas are established on strong biological 
data. Although a quota of 50 is considered by Uganda as precautionary, the proposal does not 
provide any supporting biological information for this figure. Therefore, it cannot be determined 
whether the population can be sustained under the proposed quota figure.” 

At CITES CoP14, Uganda followed the suggestion of the CITES Secretariat and requested during the 
CoP14 plenary that the Parties grant a quota under Resolution Conf. 10.14 and it would withdraw its 

                                                           
55 CITES, CoP14 Prop. 3 (2007), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/prop/E14-P03.pdf. 
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proposal to transfer its population to Appendix II.56 This request was agreed and the Parties established a 
leopard export quota for Uganda of 28.57 However, the U.S. opposition to this proposal was not noted for 
the record. Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC) supported the proposal but expressed concern for 
the cross-border leopard populations it shared with Uganda, noting that the quota might create tension or 
foster poaching in the DRC.58 Israel opposed the proposal on the basis of lack of recent population data. 

United Republic of Tanzania:  

The United Republic of Tanzania’s CITES-established export quota increased from 60 in 198359, 
to 250 in 1985,60 to 500 in 2002,61 which remains in effect today. The working documents discussed at the 
1983 meeting are not readily available to facilitate evaluation of the information used by the Parties when 
approving this initial quota. The 1985 quota was approved based on a document submitted by the United 
Republic of Tanzania that admitted “there are no scientific data to provide a background for evaluation of 
this proposal;”62 the document provided no estimate of the size of the leopard population in the country 
and no information on how the quota would not be detrimental to the survival of the species; the 
document stated that the reason for the increased quota was the large number of leopards killed each year 
by the government to protect lives and property, which numbered 406 in 1983. Despite this lack of 
information, as admitted by the proponent itself, the CITES Parties approved the export quota increase. In 
2002, the United Republic of Tanzania requested to double its CITES leopard export quota to 500 on the 
basis of the Martin and de Meulenaer (1988) estimate of 39,000 leopards in Tanzania which would allow 
a “safe harvest” of 5% or 1,827 leopard annually.63 The U.S. negotiating position on the 2002 proposal 
was undecided;64 the record of the CITES meeting does not indicate that the U.S. expressed any view on 
the proposal; this proposal was approved. In Tanzania, rising leopard hunting quotas drove a large-scale 
declines in leopard abundance particularly in populations outside of Selous; 400 leopards were trophy 
hunted annually at an average rate of 1.33 leopards/1000km2 (Packer et al. 2010). A hunting quota of no 
more than 1 leopard/1000km2 has been recommended in general and 3 leopards/1000km2 in the Selous 
Game Reserve (Packer et al. 2010).  

Zambia:  

Zambia was one of the first countries to receive a CITES leopard export quota in 1983, of 80;65 
the working documents discussed at the 1983 meeting are not readily available to facilitate evaluation of 

                                                           
56 CITES CoP14 Plen. 2. https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-Plen-2.pdf  
57 CITES, CoP14 Com. I Rep. 2 (Rev. 1) (2007), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-
Com-I-Rep-02.pdf ; CITES CoP14 Plen. 4 (Rev. 2) (2007), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-Plen-4.pdf ; CITES CoP14 Com. I. 6. (2007), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/com/E14-Com-I-06.pdf. 
58 CITES, CoP14 Com. I Rep. 2 (Rev. 1) (2007), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-
Com-I-Rep-02.pdf. 
59 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 414 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf. 
60 CITES, CoP6 Doc. 6.27 (1987), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-27.pdf. 
61 CITES, CoP12 Com. I Rep. 1 (Rev.), p. 2 (2002), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/rep/ComI_1.PDF. 
62 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 421 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf. 
63 CITES, CoP12 Doc. 12.23.1.2 (2002), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/doc/E12-23-1-
2.pdf. 
64 67 Fed. Reg. 66464 (Oct. 31, 2002).  
65 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 414 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf. 

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-Plen-2.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-Plen-4.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-27.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/rep/ComI_1.PDF
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/doc/E12-23-1-2.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/doc/E12-23-1-2.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf


66 
 

the information used by the Parties when approving this quota. Zambia (and Botswana, Malawi, Namibia, 
and Zimbabwe) proposed to transfer its population to CITES Appendix II with an export quota of 300; 
this proposal estimated Zambia’s leopard population to be 3,332 animals;66 therefore, the offtake is 
approximately 9% of the population annually, which is excessive. The CITES Parties did not approve the 
transfer of the population to Appendix II, but did approve the quota increase which remains in effect 
today.  

In May 2015, the Tourism and Arts Minister of Zambia announced that hunting of leopards (and 
lions) would be reinstated in 2016 after a moratorium that started in January 2013 (Zambia DNPW 
2015a). The Minister stated that the ban on leopard hunting was based on “lapses in monitoring” that have 
been rectified and that the leopard population was and still is “healthy”. Leopard hunting was to resume in 
2015/2016 but with cautionary – though unspecified – quotas. Following the Minister’s announcement, in 
May 2015, the Zambia Wildlife Authority (ZAWA) stated that there were, at minimum, an estimated 
4,000 leopards in Zambia and that, according to surveys conducted by ZAWA, big cats are found in three 
ecosystems in the country: Luangwa Valley, Kafui and Lower Zambezi (Zambia DNPW 2015b).  

Additionally, Ray (2011) conducted the first-ever population survey of leopards in Zambia, in 
Luambe National Park and a portion of an adjacent Game Management Area (GMA), located within the 
Luangwa Valley, in 2006-2008, when trophy hunting was permitted. Ray noted that it was the opinion of 
park managers and professional hunters in the area that the leopard was found in “very high abundance”. 
Using camera traps, Ray found that only 12 leopards lived in the National Park in 2008 and 10 in the 
portion of the GMA studied, with densities of 3.36/100 km2 in the former and 4.79/100 km2 in the latter. 
Ray stated that only one other leopard study, in South Africa, had found a lower density than that she 
found in the Park and this other study was not in a protected area. The offtake of leopards in the GMA 
was 8-12 leopards per year, and considered by Ray to be unsustainable. Ray recommended an offtake of 2 
leopards / 1000 km2 in the area (instead of 12 / 2,555 km2, among other measures. Ray recommended that 
loss of income from hunting could be addressed by increasing the price of trophies. 

Ray explicitly notes, “Until the 1980s, the leopard was one of the most threatened species listed 
by IUCN. This changed with the study of MARTIN & DE MEULENAR (1988), who suggested a 
population of leopards of about 700,000 in Africa, which was criticized and largely discredited from the 
scientific community (MARTIN & DE MEULENAR 1989). Members of the IUCN Cat specialist group 
mentioned their doubts of the estimates from this habitat model (MARTIN & DE MEULENAR 1989). 
Nevertheless, the result was that CITES increased the international hunting quotas for the African 
leopard, despite the lack of reliable continent-wide estimates of its population size.” 

Zimbabwe:  

Zimbabwe received its first CITES-established export quota of 80 leopards in 1983;67 the working 
documents discussed at the 1983 meeting are not readily available to facilitate evaluation of the 
information used by the Parties when approving this quota. This quota was increased to 350 in 1985 
based on information provided by Zimbabwe that there were an estimated 38,000 leopards in the 

                                                           
66 CITES, CoP8 Amendments to Appendices (1992), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF. 
67 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 414 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf. 
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country.68 The quota was increased to 500 in 1987; however, there is no record of Zimbabwe having 
submitted a supporting statement to the meeting where this quota was established.69 No summary record 
of this meeting is available on the CITES website. However, 1987 is when the draft report of Martin and 
de Meulenaer (1987) was also presented to the Parties and this report was apparently used to establish or 
increase a number of CITES leopard quotas, including that of Zimbabwe, where the authors estimated the 
population to be 16,064. (Id. at 647). (It is of interest to note that, in 1992, Zimbabwe (and Botswana, 
Malawi, Namibia, and Zambia) proposed to transfer its population to CITES Appendix II with an export 
quota of 500; this proposal estimated Zimbabwe’s leopard population to be only 1,379 animals).70  

Du Preez et al. (2014) confirmed that the 500 figure was the result of using the flawed Martin and 
de Meulenaer model as a basis which over-estimated the number of leopards in Zimbabwe at 16,064. 
Today, as then, there is no reliable estimate of Zimbabwe’s national leopard population and leopard 
numbers are not monitored in most of the areas where they are hunted (Du Preez et al. 2014). Yet, more 
leopards are hunted in Zimbabwe than any other country with up to 882 leopard hunting permits issued 
annually (although the average number of successful hunts each year, 261, does not fill the allocation (Du 
Preez et al. 2014)). Leopard trophy hunting offtakes have repeatedly failed to fill the allocation, possibly 
indicating that there are not enough leopards remaining and that leopard hunting in Zimbabwe is 
unsustainable, especially combined with other threats such as habitat loss (Du Preez et al. 2014). The 
large leopard quota in Zimbabwe is unjustified because there has been no rigorous scientific research 
undertaken to estimate the national leopard population (Du Preez et al. 2014). Hunting of female leopards 
is prohibited in Zimbabwe and there is a skull size minimum that must be met for exports to be allowed 
(Lindsey and Chikerema-Mandisodza 2012). In Zimbabwe, leopard hunting occurs without a national 
leopard management plan and leopard hunting quotas exceed the CITES export quota (Lindsey and 
Chikerema-Mandisodza 2012).  

 

CITES Export Quotas Are Not Subject to Review 

There has never been a rigorous review of the scientific basis of the CITES-established leopard export 
quotas, nor are these quotas reviewed on an on-going basis to determine if changes are necessary to 
protect leopards. Given the increasing imperilment of the species given the recent IUCN Red List 
assessment, it is high time for a review to be conducted and for a process of routine review to be 
established, and in the absences of such review the Service must exercise the precautionary principle 
when evaluating import permit applications for leopard parts.  
 
In its 2015 non-detriment advice for Mozambique, the Service asserts that “CITES Resolution Conf. 
10.14 was revised at CoP16. It directed Parties to report on their implementation of this resolution 
(Decision 16.76; CITES 2013c) and the Secretariat was directed to compile and present to the Standing 
Committee a summary of those reports (Decision 16.77; CITES 2013d). These decisions will enable 
Parties to monitor more effectively the implementation of quotas for leopard hunting trophies and skins 
for personal use. By Notification to the Parties No. 2015/042 (dated 30 July 2015), the Secretariat invited 
                                                           
68 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 16 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf. 
69 CITES, CoP6 Doc. 6.1 (1987), available at https://cites.org/eng/cop/06/doc/index.php. 
70 CITES, Cop8 Prop. EQ5, p. 11 (1992), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-
EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF. 
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Parties to submit their leopard report for compilation and submission by the CITES Secretariat to SC66 
(CITES 2015c).” 
 
However, Resolution Conf. 10.14, as amended, does not direct Parties to report on implementation of the 
resolution. And the related Decisions refer only to the tagging and tracking of leopard skins in trade, and 
not to the scientific basis of export quotas or issues related to the non-detriment finding. Decision 16.76 
states, “Parties shall, by the 66th meeting of the Standing Committee, submit a report to the Secretariat on 
the implementation of the system as set out in paragraphs c) to j) of Resolution Conf. 10.14 (Rev. 
CoP16), including details of any problems with the processing of CITES documents, the management and 
tracking system in general, and the system in place to replace lost or damaged tags.” Decision 16.77 
states, “The Secretariat shall, at the 66th meeting of the Standing Committee, and subject to the 
availability of funds:  a)  provide a summary report to the Standing Committee based on the reports 
supplied by the Parties concerned in the implementation of Resolution Conf. 10.14 (Rev. CoP16); and b)  
on the basis of experience gained with the operation of the tagging system set out in paragraphs c) to j) of 
Resolution Conf. 10.14 (Rev. CoP16), make recommendations, as appropriate, to the Standing Committee 
regarding the feasibility and appropriateness of extending the system for use with other CITES-listed 
species.”  
 
At the 66th meeting of the CITES Standing Committee, the Secretariat reported that only three countries, 
South Africa, Slovakia, the U.S., had submitted comments in response to the Notification to the Parties, 
and none reported any problems with implementation.71 South Africa advised that it would not allow 
females to be hunted beginning in 2015; that hunting reports containing details relating to the hunt, 
including information relating to body measurements, have to be submitted to the issuing authority 
immediately after the hunt; and that they have initiated the development of national guidelines for the 
allocation, management and monitoring of leopard trophy quotas, in order to promote a more uniform 
approach across the nine provinces in the country. 
 

The Enduring Problem of the Martin and de Meulenaer Study 
 
It is important to elaborate on the Martin and de Meulenaer (1987, 1988) study and criticisms of it 
because, from 1987 to the present, the FWS and authorities in other countries have used the results of this 
study to make non-detriment findings required for issuance of leopard export and import permits in 
accordance with CITES, as well as to provide the basis for CITES-established leopard export quotas. The 
following are some of the regulatory decisions based on the results of this study (see also Annex 1 to this 
petition): 
 

 2015: FWS issued a non-detriment finding for the import to the U.S. of sport-hunted leopard 
trophies from Mozambique (FWS 2015). 

 2007: CITES CoP14 increased the leopard export quota for Mozambique from 60-120.72 
 2004: CITES CoP13 increased the leopard export quota for Namibia from 100 to 250 and South 

Africa from 75 to 150.73 

                                                           
71 CITES, SC66 Doc. 40, available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/66/E-SC66-40.pdf. 
72 CITES CoP 14 Doc. 37.1 (2007), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/doc/E14-37-1.pdf. 
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 2002: CITES CoP12 increased the leopard export quota for Tanzania from 250 to 500.74 
 1994: CITES CoP9 increased the leopard export quota for Botswana from 100 to130, and that of 

South Africa from 50 to 75.75 
 1992: At CITES CoP8, Botswana, Malawi, Namibia, Zambia and Zimbabwe proposed to transfer 

Panthera pardus from CITES Appendix I to Appendix II and to establish export quotas for 
eleven countries.76 The proposals were rejected by vote, but the quotas in the proposals were 
approved. CoP8 adopted a new leopard quota of 100 for Namibia and increased the quota for 
Malawi from 20 to 50.77 

 1989: CITES CoP7 adopted a new leopard export quota of 50 for South Africa and increased the 
quota for Botswana from 80 to 100.78 There is no documentation from CoP7 to support the 
establishment of the quota for South Africa or the increase of the quota for Botswana. 

 1987: CITES CoP6 adopted a new leopard export quota of 40 for Central African Republic, 500 
for Ethiopia, and increased the quota for Zimbabwe from 350 to 500.79 It should be noted that 
Ethiopia was not a CITES Party in 1987 when the leopard export quota was adopted and there is 
no documentation from CoP6 to support the establishment of this quota. 

 
An abbreviated version of Martin and de Meulenaer’s study, a Survey of the Status of the Leopard 
(Panthera pardus) in Sub-Saharan Africa, appeared first as an Annex to Document 6.26,80 on Trade in 
Leopard Skins, discussed at the 6th meeting of the Conference of the Parties to CITES (CoP6), in 1987 
(Martin and de Meulenaer 1987). The full study was subsequently published in 1988 (Martin and de 
Meulenaer 1988). 
 
It must be noted at the outset that, as is explained in CITES CoP6 Document 6.26, the study was funded 
by Safari Club International and the American Fur Institute, which should immediately raise suspicions of 
potential bias, given the funders’ economic interests in the outcome of the study. And, as noted above, in 
1992 the document was used to support a proposal to transfer Panthera pardus from CITES Appendix I 
to Appendix II, in order to allow international commercial trade in leopard skins; the proposal was not 
approved. 
 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
73 CITES, CoP13 Doc. 19.1 (2004), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/doc/E13-19-1.pdf; 
CITES, CoP13 Doc. 19.2 (2004), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/doc/E13-19-2.pdf ; 
CITES, CoP13 Com. I Rep. 1 (Rev. 1) (2004), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/rep/E13-
ComIRep1.pdf. 
74 CITES, CoP12 Com. I. Rep. (Rev.) (2002), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/rep/ComI_1.PDF; CITES, CoP12 Doc. 23.1.2 (2002), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/doc/E12-23-1-2.pdf. 
75 CITES, CoP10 Doc. 10.41 (1997), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/10/doc/E10-41to43.pdf. 
76 CITES, CoP8 Amendments to Appendices (1992), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF. 
77 CITES, CoP8 Com.I 8.1 (Rev.) (1992), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/E-Com-I.pdf. 
78 CITES, CoP8 Doc. 8.20 (1992), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/doc/E-20.pdf. 
79 CITES, CoP6  Doc. 6.28 (1987), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-28.pdf; 
CITES, CoP Doc. 7.27 (1989), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/07/doc/E07-27.pdf. 
80 CITES, CoP6  Doc. 6.26 (1987), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-26.pdf. 
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https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-28.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/07/doc/E07-27.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-26.pdf


70 
 

Martin and de Meulenaer used a computer modelling exercise, which correlated leopard density with 
rainfall, to derive estimates of the leopard population in 41 sub-Saharan African countries and a total 
African leopard population of 714,000 animals (Figure 6). 
 
Figure 6. Martin and de Meulenaer leopard population estimates. 

 
Source: Martin and de Muelenaer (1988), p. 8. 

 
 
Importantly, since 2008, the IUCN has found that “there are no reliable continent-wide estimates of 
population size in Africa, and the most commonly cited estimate of over 700,000 leopards in Africa 
(Martin and de Meulenaer 1988) is flawed” (Henschel et. al. 2008) (emphasis added).  This opinion of the 
world’s foremost leopard experts alone should be reason enough for regulators to avoid using the results 
of the Martin and de Meulenaer report as the biological basis for decision-making regarding leopards. 
Leopard scientists continue to point out the shortcomings of Martin and de Meulenaer today: as noted 
above, the most recent publication on leopard status and distribution (Jacobson et al. 2016a) stated, 
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“Earlier Africa-wide assessments of population size (Myers, 1976; Eaton, 1977; Martin & De Meulenaer, 
1988; Shoemaker, 1993) employed questionable population models based on scant field data and were 
widely criticized as being unrealistic (Hamilton, 1981; Jackson, 1989; Norton,1990; Bailey, 1993)” (p. 2). 
 
Additionally, soon after the study by Martin and de Meulenaer became available, it was criticized by 
leopard experts in the IUCN/SSC Cat Specialist Group (Jackson et al. 1989) who rejected the estimates of 
leopard numbers in Africa given in the study. This paper was included as an information document at 
CITES CoP781 held in 1989 which put regulators on notice that the Martin and de Meulenaer study should 
not be used as a scientific basis for making regulatory decisions. A summary of this paper states: 
   

“Leading leopard specialist members of the IUCN/SSC Cat Specialist Group and other 
experts have reviewed the SURVEY OF THE STATUS OF THE LEOPARD IN SUB-
SAHARAN AFRICA by Martin and de Meulenaer. They reject the computer estimates of 
leopard numbers in Africa, although they generally agree that there are still many 
leopards, especially in certain areas. Most reviewers felt they lacked competence to 
criticize the computer model as such, but, in common with those who are expert, they 
challenged the data input. The basic relationship claimed between rainfall and prey and, 
therefore, leopard populations, was discounted for several specific types of habitat and 
areas. Reviewers with extensive field experience in leopard habitat declared that no 
leopard survive in many areas assumed to be suitable in the model. Where estimates of 
leopard numbers in specific places have been made by the reviewers they are generally 
less than half those predicted by the computer model” (emphasis added). 

 
Jackson et al. (1989) contains comments of individual co-authors, including:  

 Dr. Marcus Borner, Regional Represenative, Frankfurt Zoological Society, Arusha, Tanzania who 
said, “The computer model has not produced an accurate estimate of the existing or potential 
leopard population because the data are either guesswork, hearsay or otherwise 
imprecise…Unscientific data have been fed through very complex scientific methods to make the 
outcome look serious…A short and superficial survey like this one could not have produced 
anything more precise than informed guesswork.” 

 Professor J. du P Bothma, Chair of Wildlife Management, University of Pretoria, South Africa 
who said, “The database upon which the assumptions are made…is often non-existent. Thus no 
matter how complicated or good the model the raw data simply do not allow the type of 
conclusions reached. In South Africa there are many areas suitable as leopard habitat which are 
simply not occupied by leopards any more.” 

 Professor Dr. Paul Leyhausen, formerly of the Max Planck Institut fur Verhaltensphysiologie, 
Germany, who said, “A model, however loosely it seems to fit reality, it is not itself biological 
reality…The computer model depends on just one variable: prey availability…If prey availability 
were the sole yardstick, lion numbers in the Serengeti should be much higher in average years 
than they actually are…The model in question is a theoretically interesting exercise. But it would 
be hazardous to the extreme to assume that actual leopard numbers conform with it even 
remotely, let alone to make it the basis of practical policy.” 

                                                           
81 CITES, CoP7 Doc. 3 (1989). 
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 Dr Peter Norton, Chief Directorate Nature and Environmental Conservation, Kimberley, South 
Africa, who said, “Much of the report is based on so-called “estimates” of population numbers 
which I find highly questionable, if not misleading. The model is based on a number of 
assumptions that are not substantiated by the results of my research work on leopards in the Cape 
Province of South Africa.” Norton specifically criticized four of these assumptions: 1) “If natural 
habitats are relatively unaltered, leopards will be found there”: Norton states that leopards have 
been “completely eradicated” from certain areas despite the fact that none of the areas have been 
substantially altered, but leopards had been hunted out. 2) “If leopard are reported they will be at 
a rainfall-related “carrying capacity”: Norton states that adult male leopards make “forays” some 
distance out of their normal home range but he doubts that their transient presence in these areas 
indicates that the population in these areas is at “carrying capacity.” 3) “Leopard densities are 
closely correlated with rainfall, irrespective of prey densities”: Norton notes that most of the data 
points used in the Martin and De Meulenaer model are from reserves or hunting areas in savannah 
habitats where suitable leopard prey may exist; however, he provides examples from his own 
studies of other types of habitats (fynbos and forests) where suitable leopard prey densities are 
extremely low. Norton also notes that low biomass of leopard prey animals is likely to occur in 
high rainfall tropical forests. Critically, Norton notes that the Martin and De Meulenaer study 
uses a study by Coe et al. (1976) on the relationship between large herbivore biomass and rainfall 
to support their contention that there is a relationship between leopard density and rainfall; 
however, Norton notes that this is based on large herbivores, not the small mammals that leopards 
prey upon. Norton also notes that bushmeat hunting has nearly eliminated small animals preferred 
as prey by leopards and that although Martin and De Meulenaer recognize this they modified only 
some of the figures used in their calculations. 4) “Rainfall figures used in the correlation are 
representative of the study areas”: Norton thought that the rainfall figures may be accurate for 
flatter areas but said, “I seriously question the accuracy of the rainfall figures used in the 
regression for areas with more varied topography, such as mountains” and provided an example 
from his study area to demonstrate the fact that the model’s predictions do not hold up against 
field study evidence. Regarding the total number of leopards Martin and De Meulenaer estimated 
for South Africa (23,472), Norton said it is “totally unrealistic.”  Norton also stated, “I seriously 
doubt the regression’s validity in mountain or forest habitats, or even in savanna habitats outside 
of reserves that have a high human population. The regression is just too good to be true. With all 
the variability in different habitat types, plus the fact that some of the rainfall figures are suspect, 
I just cannot accept that a wide range of biological systems spread throughout Africa will react so 
predictably.” Regarding the confidence limits in Martin and De Meulenaer, Norton states they 
“have no biological reality at all. In fact they are dangerous in that they give an aura of scientific 
respectability that they do not deserve.” Norton compared estimates of Martin and De Meulenaer 
for habitats in South Africa with his best guesses and found that the estimates far exceeded, by 
ten-fold, the number of leopards he thought existed: 23,470 versus 2,390 (Figure 7). 
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Figure 7. Norton’s leopard population estimates. 

 
Source: Jackson et al. 1989, p. 7. 
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 Dr. M.K. Ranjitsinh, Director of Wildlife Conservation, Government of India who said, “To work 

out a population based on an arithmetical calculation in one place and then extrapolating it 
elsewhere has posed many a problem, and the figure can be totally wrong because of so many 
factors. And when you are extrapolating it for a continent as large as Africa with its diverse 
climatic, geomorphical, demographic and other considerations, I would be extremely wary of the 
result … if the figures are accepted and a harvest quota based upon them is adopted, it will 
become an accepted guideline and parameter for future harvest and one will not know the results 
until the population of the leopard nose-dives, in places perhaps beyond redemption.” 

 Vivian Wilson, Director, Chipangali Wildlife Trust, Zimbabwe questioned if the number of 
leopards can be estimated based on habitat and rainfall stating, “There are vast areas in Africa 
where there is a lot of suitable habitat, a good food supply and also high rainfall, and yet leopards 
are either absent or occur in low numbers.” Wilson described her experience in Central African 
Republic where rainfall is high, and there are large areas of ideal leopard habitat and large 
numbers of leopard prey, but low numbers of leopards due to them having been killed by people 
many years previously. Wilson provided two other examples to support her conclusion. Wilson 
said that there are fewer than 10,000 leopards in Zimbabwe compared to 16,064 estimated by 
Martin and De Meulenaer. Wilson guessed at population sizes in eight countries, based on her 
experience, and compared them to the estimates of Martin and De Meulenaer, and found that her 
total population figure was three times less than theirs (Figure 8). 
 

Figure 8. Wilson’s leopard population estimates. 

 
Source: Jackson et al. (1989), p. 10. 
 



75 
 

 An anonymous co-author stated, “there seems to be a conceptual flaw in the model” in that there 
is “abundant wildlife literature” that indicates that even if habitat is suitable one cannot expect to 
find a species there. This author further states that there are “very many and very extensive areas 
where they would fully expect, according to their model, to find abundant leopards, in fact there 
would be zero leopards … I can think of more than a dozen extensive areas in each of many 
countries…where the model would postulate sizable numbers of leopard, but none has been seen, 
or surmised to exist, since the late 1960s.” Anonymous goes on to state that many other factors 
besides habitat need to be taken into account including activities and density of human 
communities, types of livelihoods of such communities, availability of poison, size and scope of 
the skin market, degree of known poaching, conservation capacity, corruption, official ineptitude, 
public awareness, and conservation commitment.  

 
In another early review of the study of Martin and de Meulenaer, one of the co-authors of Jackson et al. 
(1989), Norton (1990), published his full analysis, which stated,  
 

“Results of ecological studies on leopards in the Cape Province, South Africa, carried out by the 
Chief Directorate: Nature and Environmental Conservation, suggest that some of the assumptions 
on which the population estimates are based are highly suspect, and that the population figures 
may be unrealistically high. The recommendations for leopard conservation and management 
should therefore be viewed with caution, especially hunting quotas based on a proportional 
offtake from the ‘estimated total’ population” (p. 218) (emphasis added). 

 
Norton further states, similar to his comments in Jackson et al. (1989): 
 

“As I interpret it, the model is largely based on the following questionable assumptions: 1) that if 
natural habitats are unaltered, leopards will be found there; 2) that if leopards are reported, they 
will be at a rainfall-related ‘carrying capacity’; 3) that all leopard densities are closely correlated 
with rainfall, irrespective of prey densities; 4) that the rainfall figures used in the correlation are 
representative of the study areas.” 

 
Norton studied each of these assumptions and found that in South Africa: 1) leopards have been 
extirpated—“hunted out”—from areas where habitat has not been substantially altered; 2) individual 
leopards, especially male leopards, may journey over 100 km from the nearest known leopard population 
but one leopard is not indicative of the presence of a population of leopards at ‘carrying capacity’; 3) most 
of the data points in Martin and de Meulenaer’s regression are from savanna habitats, but in other habitats 
(forests, including rain forests) the density of prey animals available for leopards is low to extremely low. 
Norton also questions the use by Martin and de Meulenaer of Coe et al. (1976) study of the relationship 
between large herbivore biomass and rainfall because it is based on large herbivore numbers mostly in 
savanna habitats, whereas leopard prey consists of small mammals. Norton notes that in some areas 
bushmeat hunting has eliminated small mammals making it difficult for leopards to survive; and 4) 
Norton questions the accuracy of the rainfall figures used in the Martin and de Meulenaer for all areas and 
provides a specific example from one of his study areas. 
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Norton states that he has been reluctant to provide leopard estimates for the region of South Africa in 
which he works, or for the country as a whole, because these would be more likely to be “a misleading 
guess” (p. 219).  After closely examining Martin and de Meulenaer’s estimates for South Africa, Norton 
found them to be “far too optimistic!” (p. 219, punctuation as in original). In one area Norton estimated to 
hold “no more than a hundred or so leopards”, Martin and de Meulenaer estimated a population of 4,419. 
In another area where Norton estimated there to be one or two hundred leopards at the most, Martin and 
de Meulenaer estimated a population of 9,000. In a final area, Norton thought there were no more than “a 
handful” of leopards but Martin and de Meulenaer estimated a population of 1,335 leopards. In 
summation, Norton states, “I should be very surprised if there are more than two or three thousand 
leopards in South Africa at the most. As far as I am concerned, an estimate of over 20 000 is just plain 
nonsense!” (p. 219, punctuation as in original). Norton concludes, “I therefore suggest that the ‘estimates’ 
of leopard populations in the different countries in Africa be rejected, and all recommendations involving 
these estimates be viewed with extreme caution.” 
 
Thus, by 1990, it should have been explicitly clear to FWS that leopard experts – including one of the 
original authors (Martin) – found the original Martin and de Meulenaer report to be flawed. Yet, from 
1989 through 2015, FWS and the CITES Parties have used the report by Martin and de Meulenaer as the 
scientific basis for establishing CITES export quotas and issuing CITES export and import permits.  
 
More recently, Henschel (2008, 2009) criticized Martin and de Muelenaer for assuming that the Congo 
Basin82 was a leopard stronghold based on unaltered habitat and supposedly prey-rich habitat. Henschel 
said that although the Congo Basin comprised only 12% of the leopard’s range in Africa, Martin and de 
Meulenar estimated that it contained 40% of the leopard population of Africa. Henschel (2008, 2009) 
noted that other authors, Jackson et al. (1989) and Bailey (1993), also criticized Martin and de Meulenaer 
because the biomass of potential prey is actually lower in forests as compared to savannah. Henschel 
(2008) writes, 
 

“While it is widely accepted that in savannas ungulate biomass is positively correlated with 
rainfall (Coe et al., 1976, East, 1984) and that in these open habitats leopard density is linked with 
prey biomass (Marker and Dickman, 2005, Hayward et al., 2007), it has to be understood that 
although ungulate biomass increases with rainfall it decreases with forest cover, as a high 
proportion of the primary productivity is in the canopy and only available to relatively small 
arboreal mammals (Robinson and Bennett, 2004). Yet it is rainforest habitat that was considered 
optimal leopard habitat by Martin & de Meulenaer in their 1988 status survey, who considered 
the forests of the Congo Basin an absolute stronghold for the species that would harbour and 
estimated 40% of Africa’s leopards, and predicted extremely high population densities for this 
habitat type of up to 40 individuals/100 km2 (Martin and de Meulenaer, 1988). These population 
density estimates have since been used to produce population size estimates for central African 
countries, but the results were widely considered to be exaggerated (e.g. Jackson, 1989, Norton, 
1990). Bailey (1993) and Jenny (1996) are among several authorities who have argued that since 
terrestrial mammalian prey biomass is lower in rainforest than in savannah environments, leopard 
densities should be correspondingly lower. Perhaps most importantly, Martin and de Meulenaer’s 

                                                           
82 The Congo Basin spans across six countries—Cameroon, Central African Republic, Democratic Republic of the 
Congo, Republic of the Congo, Equatorial Guinea and Gabon. 
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model failed to account adequately for reduction of wild prey as a factor lowering leopard 
density, which could lead to overestimates especially in the Congo Basin, where forest wildlife 
suffers from a high demand for wild game for both local and commercial use (Wilkie and 
Carpenter, 1999).”  

 
Henschel (2009) stated, “The figures published by Martin & de Meulenaer (1988) are still quoted today, 
and remain the chief source of information for African governments proposing to open or raise harvest 
quotas for trophy hunting of leopards. However, evidence is mounting that leopards have already 
disappeared from a number of forest sites on the fringes of the Congo Basin.” Henschel (2009) notes that 
these sites are densely populated with people, that people consume medium-sized wild mammals as 
bushmeat, that such mammals are preferred leopard prey, and that such prey populations are depleted near 
densely populated areas. Henschel (2009) hypothesizes that this has led to reduced and even extirpated 
leopard populations in such areas. Henschel’s study of leopards in Gabon found a strong correlation 
between commercial bushmeat hunting near settlements and the local disappearance of leopards 
(Henschel 2009). 
 
Marker and Dickman (2005) found that, in Namibia, rainfall was not directly related to leopard density. 
They found leopard densities to be lower outside of reserves despite there being no marked difference in 
prey biomass between protected and unprotected areas; the authors explained that “the lower leopard 
density outside reserves was probably a result of local persecution by landowners, as leopards are 
commonly considered a threat both to people and their stock.” (p. 113). Marker and Dickman note, 
 

“This is one of the main objections raised to the leopard population estimates made by Martin & 
de Meulenaer (1988), who assumed that where leopards occur, they should be at the carrying 
capacity determined by rainfall, without considering factors such as local persecution (Norton 
1990). Although leopard density appeared to be indirectly linked to rainfall via the relationship 
with prey biomass, the overall determinants of leopard density and spatial ecology are likely to be 
a complex set of factors including an artificial ‘carrying capacity’ determined by the attitudes of 
local communities.” 

 
In a presentation delivered at the Large Carnivore Workshop, 3-4 November 2010, Henschel (2010) 
estimated the leopard population of Gabon to be 5,910 compared to the Martin and de Meulenaer estimate 
of 38,463. Regarding Martin and de Meulenaer’s estimate of 714,000 leopards in sub-Saharan Africa, 
Henschel said, “Do not believe it!”  
 
Chapman and Balme (2010) noted that Martin and de Meulenaer estimated the sub-Saharan leopard 
population to be 714,000 and the South African population to be 23,000 and said that this is “widely 
considered to be a gross overestimate” and “South Africa’s true leopard population size, while still 
unknown, is thought to be an order of magnitude less” (p. 114). The authors state, “The detrimental 
consequences of basing management decisions on such unreliable estimates are patently obvious.” (id.) 
 
Ray (2011) noted that the Martin and de Meulenaer study has been “critically debated among specialists 
as presenting a high overestimate and has thus been rejected.” (p. 1)  
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Swanepoel et al. (2014) used population modelling to estimate the leopard population size of South Africa 
which they estimated to be 4,476 leopards, far below the 23,472 leopards Martin and de Meulenaer 
estimated.  
 
Du Preez et al. (2014) expressed concern about an increase in the CITES leopard export quota for 
Zimbabwe from 80 leopards per year to 500 being established based on Martin and de Meulenaer’s 
calculations which “were based on the flawed assumption that leopards occurred at the highest possible 
density in all habitats” and “used rainfall data to estimate abundance; calculating what seems likely to 
have been an overestimate of Zimbabwe’s leopard population at 16,064.” (p. 153-154) 
 
Braczkowski et al. (2015b) expressed concern that while leopards are one of the most sought trophies, 
leopard hunting quotas are based on “expert guesstimates” or “an over-simplified model that correlated 
leopard density to rainfall [cite to Martin and de Meulenaer] but ignored important factors such as 
anthropogenic mortality and prey availability.”  
 
Strampelli (2015), who studied leopards in Mozambique, stated there are no reliable continent-wide 
estimates of population size for the species and note that Martin and de Meulenaer was “obtained through 
a model that correlated leopard numbers with rainfall but omitted information on prey density or human 
related mortality, has been heavily criticized and is widely considered by specialists to be flawed.” (p. 5-
6). Strampelli states that the “over-simplified” Martin and de Meulenaer estimate of 37,542 leopards in 
Mozambique was used as justification for the 2007 increase in the CITES leopard export quota from 60 to 
120. Strampelli further states,  
 

“Martin & de Meulenaer (1988) estimated a country-wide population for Mozambique of 37,542 
leopards, based on density of 0.10/km2 (10 leopards per 100 km2). This estimate was recently 
successfully quoted as a justification for an export quota increase (CITES 2007). The same report 
also states that “it is clear that much of Mozambique (perhaps up to 80%) falls within the 
category capable of supporting leopards at densities of between 0.03 and 0.1 per km²” – i.e. 
between 3.00 and 10.00 per km2. Such estimates have already been universally rejected as 
exaggerated and inaccurate by experts (Balme et al. 2010b); indeed, that density in XGR, one of 
the better protected areas of the country, was estimated at 1.53/100 km2 suggests that it is unlikely 
that many areas in Mozambique experience leopard densities such as those quoted in the quota 
revision application. Although some landscapes will have higher primary productivity levels, it 
seems plausible that the high levels of anthropogenic disturbances common in much of the 
country (Hatton et al. 2001) likely more than counteract this.” 

 
A study by Jacobson et al. (2016a) on leopard status and distribution stated, “Earlier Africa-wide 
assessments of population size (Myers, 1976; Eaton, 1977; Martin & De Meulenaer, 1988; Shoemaker, 
1993) employed questionable population models based on scant field data and were widely criticized as 
being unrealistic (Hamilton, 1981; Jackson, 1989; Norton,1990; Bailey, 1993).” (p. 2)  
 
Therefore, the existing CITES export quotas and domestic implementing regulations are completely 
outdated, scientifically indefensible, and inadequate to protect the leopard in southern Africa, and the 
exploitation facilitated by these regulations endangers the continued existence of the African leopard. 
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2. African Leopard Range Country Mechanisms  
 
The significant decline in both the range and, in many cases, the size of leopard populations due to habitat 
destruction, loss of prey, excessive and poorly regulated trophy hunting, poaching for commercial trade, 
and human-leopard conflict demonstrates that many range States do not have adequate regulatory 
mechanisms to protect leopards.  

There are several African regional agreements that have relevance to African leopards: the African 
Union’s African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources, 1968;83 the Revised 
African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources, 2003;84 and the Protocol on 
Wildlife Conservation and Law Enforcement of the Southern African Development Community, 1999.85   

The African Union (AU), formed in 1992, is an intergovernmental organization comprising 54 African 
States including all sub-Saharan Africa leopard range States.86 The AU has an Executive Council to 
coordinate and take decisions on policies in areas of common interest to Member States, including 
environmental protection (Article 13 (1)(e)).87 

Two AU Conventions are relevant to African leopard conservation: the African Convention on the 
Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (entered into force in 1968), and the Revised African 
Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (negotiated in 2003, not yet entered 
into force).88 

Parties to the African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources, which entered 
into force in 1969, have agreed to “adopt the measures necessary to ensure conservation, utilization and 
development of soil, water, flora and fauna resources in accordance with scientific principles and with 
due regard to the best interests of the people.” (Article I). The Convention lists the leopard as a Class B 
protected species (Article VIII); Class B species “shall be totally protected, but may be hunted, killed, 
captured or collected under special authorization granted by the competent authority.” (Article VIII 
(1)(b)). Notably, some leopard range States that are significant exporters of leopard specimens have not 
ratified the Convention: Namibia, South Africa, and Zimbabwe. But even in range countries that have 
ratified the Convention, this law does not provide sufficient protection for leopards. 

The Convention does not establish a Secretariat or designate the role and frequency of meetings of the 
Conference of the Parties; it also does not contain enforcement measures to address non-compliance with 
the Convention. Article XVI states:  

The Contracting States shall supply the Organization of African Unity with: (a) the text of 
laws, decrees, regulations and instructions in force in their territories, which are intended to 

                                                           
83 African Union’s African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (1968), available at 
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%201001/volume-1001-I-14689-English.pdf.  
84 Revised African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (2003), available at 
http://faolex.fao.org/docs/pdf/mul45449.pdf.  
85 Protocol on Wildlife Conservation and Law Enforcement of the Southern African Development Community 
(1999), available at http://www.sadc.int/files/4813/7042/6186/Wildlife_Conservation.pdf.  
86 See African Union, at http://www.au.int/en/countryprofiles.  
87 Id. at http://www.au.int/en/sites/default/files/ConstitutiveAct_EN.pdf.  
88 Id. at http://www.au.int/en/sites/default/files/treaties/7782-sl-revised_-_nature_and_natural_resources_1.pdf.  

https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%201001/volume-1001-I-14689-English.pdf
http://faolex.fao.org/docs/pdf/mul45449.pdf
http://www.sadc.int/files/4813/7042/6186/Wildlife_Conservation.pdf
http://www.au.int/en/countryprofiles
http://www.au.int/en/sites/default/files/ConstitutiveAct_EN.pdf
http://www.au.int/en/sites/default/files/treaties/7782-sl-revised_-_nature_and_natural_resources_1.pdf
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ensure the implementation of this Convention; (b) reports on the results achieved in applying 
the provisions of this Convention; and (c) all the information necessary for the complete 
documentation of matters dealt with by this Convention if requested. 

However, it is unclear if any States have complied with these requirements. Article XVIII addresses 
settlement of disputes, including the interpretation or application of the Convention, and allows 
submission of concerns by any party to the Commission of Mediation, Conciliation and Arbitration of the 
Organization of African Unity. However, it is unclear if any Party has done so and to what effect. 

Very few African leopard range States to have ratified the Revised African Convention on the 
Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources.89 The Revised Convention has not yet entered into force 
because fifteen Parties must ratify it and only thirteen have done so. 

Several leopard range States have signed the Treaty of the Southern African Development Community 
(SADC):90 Angola, Botswana, DRC, Malawi, Mozambique, Namibia, South Africa, Swaziland, Tanzania, 
Zambia and Zimbabwe.91 Among SADC’s objectives is to “achieve sustainable utilisation of natural 
resources and effective protection of the environment” (Article 5 (g)). Article 22 of SADC calls for the 
establishment of Protocols to achieve the Treaty’s objectives. The SADC Protocol on Wildlife 
Conservation and Law Enforcement92 elaborates on Article 5 (g) of the Treaty. Its objectives are to:  

a) promote the sustainable use of wildlife; b) harmonise legal instruments governing wildlife 
use and conservation; c) enforce wildlife laws within, between and among States Parties; d) 
facilitate the exchange of information concerning wildlife management, utilisation and the 
enforcement of wildlife laws; e) assist in the building of national and regional capacity for 
wildlife management, conservation and enforcement of wildlife laws; f) promote the 
conservation of shared wildlife resources through the establishment of transfrontier 
conservation areas; and g) facilitate community-based natural resources management 
practices for management of wildlife resources (Article 4).  

With regard to wildlife management and conservation programs, Parties shall: “establish management 
programmes for the conservation and sustainable use of wildlife and integrate such programmes into 
national development plans” and “assess and control activities which may significantly affect the 
conservation and sustainable use of wildlife so as to avoid or minimise negative impacts.” (Article 7) 
Parties are also to take measures to ensure the conservation and sustainable use of wildlife including:  

a) the protection of wildlife and wildlife habitats to ensure the maintenance of viable 
wildlife populations; b) prevention of over-exploitation and extinction of species; c) 
restrictions on the taking of wildlife, including but not limited to restrictions on the 
number, sex, size or age of specimens taken and the locality and season during which they 

                                                           
89 Id. at http://www.au.int/en/sites/default/files/treaties/7782-sl-revised_-_nature_and_natural_resources_1.pdf.   
90 Treaty of the Southern African Development Community, available at 
http://www.sadc.int/files/5314/4559/5701/Consolidated_Text_of_the_SADC_Treaty_-
_scanned_21_October_2015.pdf.  
91 Id. at http://www.sadc.int/member-states/  
92 Id. at http://www.sadc.int/files/4813/7042/6186/Wildlife_Conservation.pdf.  

http://www.au.int/en/sites/default/files/treaties/7782-sl-revised_-_nature_and_natural_resources_1.pdf
http://www.sadc.int/files/5314/4559/5701/Consolidated_Text_of_the_SADC_Treaty_-_scanned_21_October_2015.pdf
http://www.sadc.int/files/5314/4559/5701/Consolidated_Text_of_the_SADC_Treaty_-_scanned_21_October_2015.pdf
http://www.sadc.int/member-states/
http://www.sadc.int/files/4813/7042/6186/Wildlife_Conservation.pdf
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may be taken; and d) restrictions on trade in wildlife and its products, both nationally and 
internationally, as required by relevant international agreements.  

Article 12 of the Protocol concerning sanctions states:  

1. Sanctions may be imposed against any State Party which: a) persistently fails, without 
good reason, to fulfill obligations assumed under this Protocol; or b) implements policies 
which undermine the objectives and principles of this Protocol. 2. The Council [SADC 
Council of Ministers] shall determine whether any sanction should be imposed against a 
State Party and shall make the recommendation to the Summit if it decides that a sanction 
is called for. The Summit shall decide, on a case-by-case basis, the appropriate sanction to 
be imposed. 

However, it appears that no such sanctions have been considered or approved. 

The Lusaka Agreement93 is also in force in some leopard range countries (e.g. Kenya, Tanzania, Republic 
of Congo (Brazzaville), Uganda, South Africa, Liberia, Swaziland and Zambia).94 The Agreement entered 
into force in 1994 and has the purpose “To support the member states and collaborating partners in 
reducing and ultimately eliminating illegal trade in wild fauna and flora”. 

The Lusaka Agreement is focused generally on fighting illegal wildlife trade in and between member 
States, including through wildlife enforcement officer training. The leopard could benefit in the future 
from such Lusaka Agreement activities but, to date, there have been no specific programs aimed at illegal 
leopard trade. 

Ineffective conservation policies and inadequate enforcement throughout many leopard range States, as 
well as lack of efficacy of management and lack of government resources, endanger the survival of the 
African leopard (Table 6).  

In addition, while all sub-Saharan African countries that are listed as Threatened under the ESA are 
CITES Parties, only four of these countries have “legislation that is believed generally to meet the 
requirements for implementation of CITES” (Category 1 under the CITES National Legislation Project) 
(Democratic Republic of the Congo, Namibia, South Africa, and Zimbabwe); nine of these countries have 
“legislation that is believed generally not to meet all of the requirements for the implementation of 
CITES” (Category 2) (Botswana, Burundi, Republic of the Congo, Gabon, Kenya, Malawi, Mozambique, 
Tanzania, Zambia); and five have “legislation that is believed generally not to meet the requirements for 
the implementation of CITES” (Category 3) (Angola, Lesotho, Rwanda, Swaziland, Uganda) (Table 6).95  

 

 
                                                           
93 Lusaka Agreement (1994), available at http://lusakaagreement.org/?page_id=126.  
94 Id. at http://lusakaagreement.org/?page_id=24.  
95 The CITES National Legislation Project categorizes Parties by whether or not they have national legislation to 
implement the Convention. Category 1: legislation that is believed generally to meet the requirements for 
implementation of CITES; Category 2: legislation that is believed generally not to meet all of the requirements for 
the implementation of CITES; and Category 3: legislation that is believed generally not to meet the requirements for 
the implementation of CITES. See https://cites.org/legislation.   

http://lusakaagreement.org/?page_id=126
http://lusakaagreement.org/?page_id=24
https://cites.org/legislation
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Table 6. National policies and laws where leopards are listed as Threatened under the ESA. 

Country National Policies, Laws, Regulations 
Angola Wildlife legislation is out-dated and limited; no evidence of consistent enforcement; 

became a CITES Party in December 2013; legislation in Category 3 under the CITES 
National Legislation Project; under law, leopard can be hunted, including by 
foreigners, with a license (DLA Piper 2015). 

Botswana  CITES Party since 1978, National Legislation Project Category 2,96 CITES 
legislation for terrestrial wildlife and for plants enacted. 

Burundi Became a CITES Party in 1988; CITES National Legislation Project Category 2;97 
CITES legislation enacted.  

Republic of 
the Congo 

Strong wildlife protection laws with serious penalties; enforcement is limited and 
inadequate; became a CITES Party in 1983 and the country has Category 2 CITES 
implementing legislation; leopards are a fully protected species (Category A) and 
hunting is not allowed for such species (DLA Piper 2015). 

Democratic 
Republic of 
the Congo 

CITES Party since 1976; legislation is in Category 1 under the CITES National 
Legislation Project.98  

Gabon  There are flaws in the primary wildlife legislation and extremely weak penalties; 
became a CITES Party in 1989; legislation is in Category 2 under the CITES 
National Legislation Project; leopards are a completely protected species and cannot 
be hunted (DLA Piper 2015). 

Kenya Became a CITES Party in 1979; legislation is in Category 2 under the CITES 
National Legislation Project and Kenya is a country “requiring attention as a 
priority;”99 strong wildlife legislation enacted, but implementing legislation is 
pending consultation process. 

Lesotho CITES Party since 2003; legislation is in Category 3 under the CITES National 
Legislation Project; enabling legislation (environmental) enacted.100 

Malawi Became a CITES Party in 1982; legislation is in Category 2 under the CITES 
National Legislation Project.101 

Mozambique Legislation is flawed and inadequate; there is no list of protected species; the law 
does not prohibit the hunting of protected species; Mozambique became a CITES 
Party in 1981; CITES National Legislation Project Category 3; enforcement is 
lacking (DLA Piper 2015). As of January 2016, Mozambique was listed in Category 
2 and identified as a Party requiring attention as a priority, CITES-specific 
legislation enacted but local legal consultant reviewing existing legislation, preparing 
new draft legislation to address gaps, assisting with national consultative process and 
preparing final draft legislation.102 

Namibia  Namibia has a comprehensive national legal framework; Namibia became a CITES 
Party in 1990; legislation is in Category 1 under the CITES National Legislation 
Project; financial penalties are comparatively low considering the potential economic 
value of wildlife; leopards are “protected game” which can be hunted under a permit 
issued by the Ministry of Environment and Tourism (DLA Piper 2015). 

                                                           
96 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf.  
97 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf.  
98 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Cat1.pdf.  
99 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf.  
100 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table3-less20.pdf. 
101 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf.  
102 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf.  

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Cat1.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table3-less20.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf
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Country National Policies, Laws, Regulations 
Rwanda CITES Party since 1981; CITES National Legislation Project Category 3 and 

identified as a Party requiring attention as a priority.103 
South Africa  South Africa has an “impressive suite” of wildlife regulations and stringent penalties; 

South Africa has been a CITES Party since 1975; it is in Category 1 of the CITES 
National Legislation Project; the leopard is a “protected species” which may be 
hunted under permit; the provinces implement the national laws and there is great 
disparity between the provinces in this regard; South Africa lacks the enforcement 
and prosecutorial capacity to adequately combat wildlife crimes (DLA Piper 2015). 

Swaziland CITES Party since 1997; CITES National Legislation Project Category 3; 
Comprehensive draft and revised draft legislation prepared.104 

Tanzania   CITES Party since 1980; CITES National Legislation Project Category 2 and 
identified as a Party requiring attention as a priority;105 legislation enacted for 
Tanzania mainland but lack of legislation for Zanzibar a major concern.  

Uganda CITES Party since 1991; CITES National Legislation Project Category 3;106 Wildlife 
Policy adopted; draft legislation aligned with policy and submitted to Cabinet. 

Zambia Zambia’s national wildlife laws are inadequate as there are significant omissions and 
confusion; Zambia has been a CITES Party since 1981 and its legislation is in 
Category 2 under the CITES National Legislation Project; Zambia’s laws do not 
prohibit the hunting and trade of “protected species” for commercial purposes; the 
leopard is not a protected species but is classified as a “dangerous” animal and a 
“game animal”; the laws have strong penalties for some violations (illegal hunting of 
elephants) but these do not extend to other species, including leopards; fines are 
inadequate compared to potential profits; Zambia banned big cat hunting in 2013 and 
2014, except in Game Management Areas, due to declining numbers and allegations 
of corruption in the awarding of safari hunting concessions (DLA Piper 2015). 

Zimbabwe  Zimbabwe has detailed legislation and comprehensive penalties; nonetheless, 
enforcement is inadequate and wildlife crime is widespread; CITES Party since 
1981; Zimbabwe’s legislation is in Category 1 under the CITES National Legislation 
Project.107  

 

 
E. Other Natural or Manmade Factors Affecting the Species’ Existence 
 

1. Prey Depletion 
 

Leopard population densities are directly related to biomass of medium (10-40 kg) and large-sized wild 
herbivores, the main leopard prey (Stein et al. 2016). However, populations of such herbivores have been 
severely depleted by the unsustainable bushmeat trade which is considered to be a major threat to the 
survival of the African leopard (Jacobson et al. 2016a, Stein et al. 2016). As noted in Jackson et al. 
(1989), the existence of suitable habitat in and of itself does not mean that leopards will be present; there 
are many places with suitable habitat that contain no leopards because the prey has been depleted. In 
some places, bushmeat hunting has nearly eliminated the small- to medium-sized animals preferred as 

                                                           
103 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf.  
104 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table3-less20.pdf.  
105 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf.  
106 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf.  
107 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Cat1.pdf.  

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table3-less20.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Cat1.pdf
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prey by leopards (Jackson et al. 1989). According to Stein et al. (2016), Craigie et al. (2010) found an 
estimated 59% average decline in leopard prey populations in 78 protected areas in West, East and 
Southern Africa between 1970 and 2005 due to commercialized bushmeat trade.  
 
In intact rainforests where there is intense competition with humans for wild prey and “wild meat harvests 
denudes forests of prey” and may drive local leopard extinction (Henschel 2008). Bushmeat hunting in 
the Congo Basin for local and commercial use has reduced the wild prey base, resulting in lower leopard 
densities and even the disappearance of leopards from some places (Henschel 2008, 2009). Leopard range 
is largely reduced in human-populated areas in the Democratic Republic of the Congo due illegal hunting 
and bushmeat trade (Stein et al. 2016). Bushmeat poaching in Mozambique and Zambia has severely 
reduced leopard prey inside and outside of protected areas (Stein et al. 2016). 

 
2. Human-Leopard Conflict 
 

Intense persecution, particularly for livestock loss but also for human deaths and injury, is a major threat 
to the leopard in Africa (Ray et al. 2005, Henschel 2008, Stein et al. 2016). About 60-70% of Africa’s 
people rely on agriculture and livestock for their livelihoods, and the human population of Africa is 
expected to more than double by 2050 (Stein et al. 2016); thus, the future will likely see increasing 
numbers of people using increasing amounts of land in conflict with decreasing numbers of leopards. 
Currently, many sub-Saharan African countries allow farmers to kill predators considered to be a threat to 
life or property without first obtaining a permit; it is likely that a large number of leopards are killed but 
not reported; and the total number of leopards killed due to conflict is unknown (Stein et al. 2016). 
Leopards have been eradicated from some areas in order to protect livestock and humans (Jackson et al. 
1989). Marker and Dickman (2005) found leopard densities to be lower outside of reserves despite there 
being no marked difference in prey biomass between protected and unprotected areas; the authors 
explained that “the lower leopard density outside reserves was probably a result of local persecution by 
landowners, as leopards are commonly considered a threat both to people and their stock.” (p. 113). And 
indiscriminate killing, such as the poisoning of carcasses aimed at attracting and killing carnivores of any 
and all types, and the use of snares to kill other species, is also a threat to the survival of leopards 
(Henschel 2008, Jorge 2012). 
 

* * * 
As demonstrated in this Petition, the current listing of leopards in “southern Africa” is biologically, 
legally, and geographically unsound, as it relies on biased anecdotal reports that have been discredited for 
over two decades, and leopards in the 18 countries currently listed as Threatened are in danger of 
extinction based on the ESA listing factors and should be included along with leopards in Asia and North 
and West Africa in one species-level Endangered listing.  The Service cannot continue to maintain this 
unlawful split-listing and must immediately initiate a status review of the species. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3). 
Indeed, in order to ensure that listings are based on the best available science, the ESA requires FWS to 
“conduct, at least once every five years, a review of all species” listed under the ESA to determine if such 
species should be reclassified or removed from the list. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(c)(2) (emphasis added). See 
also 50 C.F.R. § 424.21; Florida Home Builders Ass’n v. Norton, 496 F.Supp.2d 1330 (M.D. Fl. 2007) 
(making clear that FWS has a non-discretionary duty to conduct five-year status reviews of each species 
listed under the ESA). Since finalizing the 1982 listing for leopards in southern Africa, FWS has not 
conducted a single five year review for Panthera pardus, in violation of the ESA. Thus, FWS must 
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expedite the processing of this petition and immediately issue a positive 90-day finding to begin this long-
overdue status review. Petitioners are confident that a status review will reveal that listing the species 
Panthera pardus as Endangered across its entire African and Asian range is warranted. 
 
  
V.    FWS Must Immediately Restrict Leopard Trophy Imports 
 
Additionally, even before FWS completes a status review of the species, we hereby petition the Service 
take immediate action to restrict leopard imports to address the primary impact that the U.S. has on 
leopard conservation. First, we urge FWS to suspend the issuance of CITES import permits for Panthera 
pardus trophies until the FWS non-detriment advice memoranda are updated for each range country 
where trophy hunting occurs. Second, we urge FWS to rescind the special rule pertaining to leopards from 
southern Africa (50 C.F.R. § 17.40(f)) to require ESA permits for all otherwise prohibited activities, 
consistent with 50 C.F.R. § 17.31(a). 

A. FWS Must Suspend Leopard Trophy Imports Pending Scientific Review 
 
It is arbitrary and capricious for the Service to issue CITES import permits for leopard trophies based on 
the faulty 1982, 1983, or 2015 non-detriment advice memoranda. As detailed above, those memoranda 
are not supported by the best available science and, therefore, the Service cannot possibly rely on those 
memoranda to make a reasoned finding that the issuance of leopard trophy import permits “will not be 
detrimental to the survival of that species.” CITES Art. III; 50 C.F.R. § 23.61 (“Detrimental activities, 
depending on the species, could include, among other things, unsustainable use and any activities that 
would pose a net harm to the status of the species in the wild. For Appendix I species, it also includes use 
or removal from the wild that results in habitat loss or destruction, interference with recovery efforts for a 
species, or stimulation of further trade.”).  
 
Under the Administrative Procedure Act, a reviewing court shall “hold unlawful and set aside agency 
action, findings, and conclusions found to be ... arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of discretion, or otherwise 
not in accordance with law[.]” 5 U.S.C. § 706(2). In evaluating agency actions under this standard, courts 
must consider “whether the [agency's] decision was based on a consideration of the relevant factors and 
whether there has been a clear error of judgment.” Marsh v. Oregon Natural Res. Council, 490 U.S. 360, 
378 (1989) (citation and internal quotation marks omitted); Citizens to Preserve Overton Park v. Volpe, 
401 U.S. 402, 416 (1971). If an agency, however, “failed to provide a reasoned explanation, or where the 
record belies the agency's conclusion, [the court] must undo its action.” Cnty. of Los Angeles v. Shalala, 
192 F.3d 1005, 1021 (D.C.Cir.1999). At the very least, the agency must have reviewed relevant data and 
articulated a satisfactory explanation establishing a “rational connection between the facts found and the 
choice made.” Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n, 463 U.S. at 43 (internal quotation marks omitted); see also 
Pub. Citizen, Inc. v. Fed. Aviation Admin., 988 F.2d 186, 197 (D.C.Cir.1993) (“The requirement that 
agency action not be arbitrary or capricious includes a requirement that the agency adequately explain its 
result.”). “[A]n agency acts arbitrarily or capriciously if it ‘has relied on factors which Congress has not 
intended it to consider, entirely failed to consider an important aspect of the problem, offered an 
explanation for its decision that runs counter to the evidence before the agency, or is so implausible that it 
could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of agency expertise.” Am. Wildlands, 530 F.3d 
at 997-98 (quoting Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n, 463 U.S. at 43).  
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In order to comply with the APA, ESA, and CITES, the Service must not issue any leopard trophy import 
permits unless or until it has strictly scrutinized the trophy hunting programs of leopard range states to 
determine whether recreational offtake of this imperiled species is sustainable. In order to facilitate that 
evaluation, the Service should determine whether the range state from which the trophy originated: 
 

 Has an approved and current national leopard management plan, which develops and implements 
conservation activities for specific leopard conservation units and works in concert with regional 
leopard management plans. Such national management plans should be developed using the 
IUCN SSC guidelines for strategic conservation planning, based on scientific information, and 
implemented in a manner that benefits the species and provides economic incentives for local 
communities to protect and expand leopard habitat. 

 Has up-to-date estimates on leopard distribution range, abundance, and status. 
 Observes a precautionary approach to establishing hunting quotas given current leopard 

population trends. 
 Carries a credible capacity to monitor and manage leopard populations in order to maintain 

healthy numbers and genetic diversity. 
 Has appointed an identified national leopard plan coordinator. 
 Implements its leopard management in a manner that is informed by the biological needs of the 

species and is based on the best available science. 
 Has sound law enforcement capabilities to deter or punish illegal retaliatory killings. 
 Involves local communities in leopard protection and humane conflict mitigation strategies.  
 Implements a human-leopard conflict management plan (including rapid response, mitigation 

approaches, a training component, education). 
 Actively promotes wildlife-integrated land-use to ensure land-use planning does not negatively 

impact leopard conservation. 
 Achieves conservation targets within identified time frames. 
 Documents the achievement of stated goals and monitor and evaluate the implementation of the 

plan, and adapt it as necessary. 
 Is in compliance with all international, regional and national commitments, agreements and 

regulations relating to wildlife (and specifically leopard) conservation, including (but not limited 
to) CITES. 

 Has enacted laws and provided ample resources for enforcement against illegal trade in leopards 
and their parts. 

 Cooperates with neighboring countries for transboundary leopard population conservation and 
monitoring. 

 Has a system for measuring good governance when it comes to wildlife conservation/protection 
policy making and its implementation (for example, transparency International’s corruption 
perception index). 

 Has credible policies for managing any hunting offtake, including: 
o A science-based system for establishing hunting quotas which is demonstrably 

sustainable at a population level; 
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o Price-setting (taxes and minimum number of safari days) and a system of concession 
leasing that increase the value of leopards across their range (no competition on price); 

o Hunting moratoria for any declining populations; 
o A verifiable and enforceable mechanism to ensure no subadults or females are taken; 
o An adaptive management  policy of monitoring the impacts of the removal of individuals 

on remaining populations , and adjusting quotas accordingly; and  
o A demonstrable commitment to ensure proceeds of trophy hunting are used to benefit 

wildlife (and specifically leopard) conservation and communities living with wildlife. 
 
The status of Panthera pardus has changed dramatically since the 1982 and 1983 memoranda were 
drafted, and it is entirely arbitrary and capricious for the Service to rely on those memoranda to make 
non-detriment findings. It is particularly egregious for the Service to turn a blind eye to the last decade of 
warnings from leopard experts that the Martin and De Meulenaer’s report of 700,000 leopards in Africa is 
completely inaccurate, and to have doubled-down on this bad science in issuing its 2015 non-detriment 
advice for Mozambique.  
 
Additionally, the existing non-detriment advice memoranda only purport to authorize leopard imports 
from South Africa if they originate from “Transvaal” – but this now-defunct region does not encompass 
the whole of the leopard’s range in South Africa and it does not appear that the Service has limited 
leopard trophy imports from South Africa to this part of the country.  Thus, it appears that the Service’s 
practice of allowing American trophy hunters to import their leopard kills does not even comply with its 
own non-detriment advice, which is arbitrary, capricious, and not in accordance with law. 
 
Thus, in order to comply with CITES, the ESA, and the APA, FWS must immediately initiate a review of 
the leopard hunting programs in African range states, prioritizing the seven countries from which FWS 
currently allows leopard trophy imports: Mozambique, Botswana, South Africa, Tanzania, Zambia, 
Zimbabwe, Namibia. Unless or until such review is completed, FWS cannot lawfully issue any CITES 
import permits for leopard trophies. 
 
 

B. FWS Should Repeal the ESA Special Rule for Leopards 
 
In addition to taking the above action regarding CITES import permits, FWS must also take immediate 
action to apply the enhancement standard to leopard trophy imports. As discussed above, FWS committed 
in 1982 to not issue leopard trophy import permits unless the enhancement standard was met. See 47 Fed. 
Reg. at 4205 (import permit for leopard trophies will only be issued if “it is determined that the country of 
origin for the trophy has a management program for the leopard, and can show that its populations can 
sustain a sport hunting harvest, and that sport hunting enhances the survival of the species”) (emphasis 
added). The Service has completely abdicated this duty, primarily through the adoption of a special rule 
that waives the requirement for ESA permits for leopard trophy imports. 50 C.F.R. § 17.40(f). In order to 
require ESA permits for all otherwise prohibited activities, consistent with 50 C.F.R. § 17.31(a), the 
Service should rescind this special rule. 
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As an initial matter, the Service only has authority under the ESA to issue special rules that are 
“necessary and advisable to provide for the conservation of such species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(d). Special 
rules must be designed and implemented to actually promote the conservation of the Threatened species. 
See Sierra Club v. Clark, 755 F.2d 608 (8th Cir. 1985); 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b) (the primary purpose of the 
ESA is to “provide a program for the conservation of such endangered species”); 16 U.S.C. § 1532(3) (the 
term “conservation” means “to use…all methods and procedures which are necessary to bring any 
endangered species or threatened species to the point at which the measures provided pursuant to this 
chapter are no longer necessary”). The current special rule – which allows American trophy hunters to 
exploit African leopards with little oversight, constituting a recognized threat to the species – is not 
necessary or advisable to provide for leopard conservation. Indeed, as demonstrated in this Petition, 
trophy hunting of leopards is poorly managed, unsustainable, and does not promote the conservation of 
Panthera pardus.   
 
Therefore, the Service must take action to apply the enhancement standard to leopard trophy imports, in 
addition to requiring compliance with CITES permitting standards. See, e.g.,  FWS, Ensuring the Future 
of the Black Rhino (Nov. 25, 2014), at http://www.fws.gov/news/blog/index.cfm/2014/11/25/Ensuring-
the-Future-of-the-Black-Rhino (acknowledging that the ESA enhancement standard is more stringent than 
the CITES non-detriment standard and that these rhino import permits will only be issued if the Service 
finds “that the rhino is taken as part of a well-managed conservation program that contributes to the long-
term survival of the species”). 
 
Rescinding the leopard special rule – the only purpose of which is to waive the ESA permitting 
requirements for trophy imports – would achieve this goal.  Such action would be consistent with the 
Service’s recent action to reign in the unfettered imports of African elephant and lion trophies. See 50 
C.F.R. § 17.40(e) (“African elephant sport-hunted trophies may be imported into the United States 
provided: (A) The trophy was legally taken in an African elephant range country that declared an ivory 
export quota to the CITES Secretariat for the year in which the trophy animal was killed; (B) A 
determination is made that the killing of the trophy animal will enhance the survival of the species and the 
trophy is accompanied by a threatened species permit issued under § 17.32; (C) The trophy is legibly 
marked in accordance with 50 CFR part 23; (D) The requirements in 50 CFR parts 13, 14, and 23 have 
been met; and (E) No more than two African elephant sport-hunted trophies are imported by any hunter in 
a calendar year.”); 50 C.F.R. § 17.40(r)(2) (“The import exemption found in § 17.8 for threatened wildlife 
listed in Appendix II of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and 
Flora (CITES) does not apply to this subspecies. A threatened species import permit under § 17.32 is 
required for the importation of all specimens of Panthera leo melanochaita.”). See also Safari Club Int’l 
v. Jewell, 76 F.Supp.3d 198 (D.D.C.2014) (upholding the Service’s non-detriment advice memorandum 
and enhancement memorandum finding that elephant trophy imports from Tanzania are unsustainable); 
80 Fed. Reg. 79999 (Dec. 23, 2015) (FWS committing to review African lion range state management 
plans prior to issuing any ESA import permits for lion trophies).   
 
Moreover, because the trophy hunting industry has been on notice since 1982 that the import of leopard 
trophies must meet the enhancement standard before being authorized, the Service could issue a 
Director’s Order to reiterate that the commitment made in the 1982 rule remains in force. Such order 
would be consistent with recent action that the Director took to prohibit FWS from issuing ESA or CITES 

http://www.fws.gov/news/blog/index.cfm/2014/11/25/Ensuring-the-Future-of-the-Black-Rhino
http://www.fws.gov/news/blog/index.cfm/2014/11/25/Ensuring-the-Future-of-the-Black-Rhino
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trophy import permits for any species to individuals who previously violated federal wildlife law, and 
directing FWS to “consider all relevant facts or information available” when determining whether to issue 
a permit.108 It would also be consistent with the Director’s order to strengthen enforcement of existing 
laws pertaining to the trade in ivory (including ivory obtained through trophy hunting), making clear that 
the burden of proof is on the importer “to definitively show” that the importation of elephant tusks is ESA 
compliant.109 
 
Thus, while the Service considers this Petition to reclassify all Panthera pardus as Endangered, it must 
take swift action to bring its existing regulations and practice into compliance with the ESA by rescinding 
the special rule for leopards, applying the enhancement standard to any applications for leopard trophy 
imports, and updating the non-detriment advice memoranda for any country that authorizes leopard 
trophy hunting. See Declaration of Dr. Jane Goodall, ¶ 9-12; Declaration of Dereck Joubert, ¶ 19 (“The 
effort to protect leopards from extinction is vital – we no longer have the luxury of time to use or abuse 
these big cats for our own desires. Poaching of leopards – primarily for the fur trade – continues at 
unsustainable rates, and the African leopard is under immense threats from habitat loss and human 
conflict. To allow the trophy hunting of leopards for recreational purposes to continue unchecked is 
scientifically and ethically unjustified.”). 
 
 
VI. Conclusion 
 
This Petition presents substantial scientific and commercial information indicating that the petitioned 
action – listing all Panthera pardus as Endangered – may be warranted. See 50 C.F.R. § 424.14(b).  
Therefore, Petitioners expect that the Service will promptly issue a positive 90-day finding on this 
Petition. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3). Further, because the Service has never reviewed the 1982 listing for 
Panthera pardus, the Service must immediately initiate a status review of the African leopard to bring 
that listing into compliance with the Endangered Species Act. Id. at § 1533(c)(2). 
 
Not only must the Service reevaluate this listing to ensure it is based on the best available science, but it 
must take immediate action to restrict the import of African leopard trophies by requiring Endangered 
Species Act permits, applying the enhancement standard to each proposed import of leopard parts, and 
reevaluating its CITES non-detriment advice for African leopard range states. Indeed, a recent 
Congressional report specifically directs the Service to “rescind regulations that allow trophy imports to 
meet lesser conservation standards and require enhancement findings and import permits for all trophies 
of listed species.”110 
 
 
 
 

                                                           
108 See FWS, Director’s Order No. 212 § 3 (Dec. 9, 2015), available at http://www.fws.gov/policy/do212.pdf.  
109 See FWS, Director’s Order No. 210 § 2 (Feb. 25, 2014), available at http://www.fws.gov/policy/do210.pdf.  
110 Representative Raul M. Grijalva, Missing the Mark: African Trophy Hunting Fails to Show Consistent 
Conservation Benefits” (June 13, 2016), available at http://democrats-
naturalresources.house.gov/imo/media/doc/Missing%20the%20Mark.pdf.  

http://www.fws.gov/policy/do212.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/policy/do210.pdf
http://democrats-naturalresources.house.gov/imo/media/doc/Missing%20the%20Mark.pdf
http://democrats-naturalresources.house.gov/imo/media/doc/Missing%20the%20Mark.pdf
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ANNEX A 



Declaration of Jane Goodall, Ph.D., DBE 
Founder, the Jane Goodall Institute & UN Messenger of Peace 

  

England  )  
   ) 
County of Dorset ) 
 

 I, Jane Goodall, hereby declare as follows: 

1.  I reside in Bournemouth, England.   

2.  I received my Ph.D. in ethology from Cambridge University in 1965 and I have received over 
45 honorary degrees from universities around the world.  I have held several academic 
appointments, including serving as a professor at Stanford University, University of Southern 
California, Cornell University (Andrew D. White Professor at Large), and the University of Dar 
Es Salaam, and I routinely lecture on the topics of primatology, ethology, and conservation.  I 
began studying the behavior of wild chimpanzees in what is now known as Gombe National 
Park, Tanzania, in 1960.  I have written 15 books, plus 16 children’s books, many of them 
drawing upon my knowledge of African wildlife and conservation efforts, and have co-authored 
more than 86 research papers that have been published in peer-reviewed scientific journals.  I am 
a United Nations Messenger of Peace and I currently serve in an advisory capacity in more than 
100 organizations, including the Wildlife Conservation Society, the Cougar Fund and other 
groups that work on big cat conservation. A copy of my curriculum vitae is attached hereto.   

3.  In 1977, I founded the Jane Goodall Institute (JGI), which supports community-centered 
conservation in areas of East Africa and the Congo Basin. For example, JGI is working with 54 
villages in western Tanzania to promote environmentally friendly agricultural practices, improve 
education, build efficient stoves to reduce demand for timber, and raise local incomes in order to 
mitigate deforestation and habitat loss for chimpanzees.  JGI has also protected hundreds of 
thousands of acres of land in Tanzania, Uganda and Democratic Republic of Congo in which 
local communities have been empowered with technology to report activities that relate to 
habitat destruction and poaching. 

4.  The study of the Gombe chimpanzees is one of the two longest running studies of any wild 
animal species – now 56 years long – and my colleagues and I have made significant discoveries 
regarding the behavior of chimpanzees in Gombe, including the use and manufacture of tools, 
hunting and meat sharing, food preferences, ranging patterns, mother-offspring and sibling 
relationships, communication patterns, reproductive behavior, social dominance, personality 
differences, intercommunity “war” and the cultural traditions of a chimpanzee community.  
While conducting field work at Gombe, I have seen leopards on multiple occasions. 



5.  Based on my personal knowledge of African wildlife and for the following reasons, I support 
this administrative petition to extend the full protections of the Endangered Species Act to 
African leopards and to immediately increase scrutiny of leopard trophy imports into the U.S.   

6. I have observed a significant decline in the presence of leopards in Gombe and other locations 
in Africa I have visited for decades. Leopards are extremely elusive and although I did not 
frequently see them when I first arrived at Gombe, it was apparent through their prints, scat, and 
sound that leopards were commonly there. Several months after I began tracking the 
chimpanzees, I experienced my first siting of a leopard, a male who passed only a few yards 
away from me through the long grass. In the 1960s and 1970s, two leopards routinely ranged 
through the Kakombe valley in Gombe and Gombe rangers would see leopards on the beach of 
Lake Tanganyika at night. One actually sometimes visited my camp at night. But today Gombe, 
Tanzania’s smallest national park, is increasingly pressured by human encroachment and it has 
been some years since there was any verified observation of any leopard.  

7. At multiple other field sites where researchers study chimpanzees – such as Tai National Park 
in Cote d’Ivoire, the Bili-Uele Forest in Democratic Republic of Congo, and Mahale Mountains 
National Park in Tanzania – there have been documented instances of chimpanzee and leopard 
interactions. Chimpanzees sometimes appear to demonstrate fear of leopards and even behave 
more altruistically in the presence of leopards (suggesting that leopards may predate on 
chimpanzees, a theory supported by a 2012 study that discovered a chimpanzee patella and 
phalanges in leopard scat), but there have also been documented instances of chimpanzees 
antagonizing leopards (including evidence of chimpanzees killing leopard cubs and one incident 
of chimpanzees eating an adult leopard). There are also examples of baboons on the Serengeti 
forcing leopards to take refuge in a tree, and reports from Ruaha National Park of leopards 
preying on baboons. This fascinating behavior is increasingly difficult to observe, due to the 
decline in the leopard’s population and range. 

8.  It is absolutely clear that leopards – like most wildlife in Africa – are at greater risk of 
extinction today than they were in 1982 when the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service listed southern 
African leopards as Threatened.  In the nearly six decades during which I have learned a great 
deal about wildlife in Tanzania and other African countries, the human population has more than 
doubled, resulting in rapidly vanishing wildlife habitat, wiping out forests and grasslands 
essential to sustain leopards and their prey. Large mammals – like leopards and chimpanzees – 
play essential roles in their ecosystems, and in order to preserve these magnificent animals in 
perpetuity it will require all nations to exercise their full power to promote the conservation of 
imperiled species. 

9. Given the precipitous decline of African leopards in recent decades, and because the threats to 
the continued existence of Panthera pardus and its habitat are significant, the United States must 
ensure that it is not contributing to the imperilment of this species and do all it can to promote 
the conservation of leopards in Africa. Thus, it is completely unacceptable that American trophy 



hunters continue to import hundreds of leopard trophies per year, apparently for recreational 
purposes. 

10. Trophy hunters target large males in their prime – those who carry the genes likely to result 
in the perpetuation of strength and magnificence, splendid individuals whose decapitated heads 
disfigure the walls of countless wealthy homes. Trophy hunters routinely boast about the animals 
they have killed, posting photographs of their smiling faces hovering over the lifeless bodies of 
their conquests, even though the prey (which may be drugged or baited) is often shot with a high 
powered rifle from a safe distance. Trophy hunters sometimes defend this malicious slaughter by 
claiming that the money they pay for the pleasure of killing is what enables impoverished 
countries to pay for conservation of wildlife, but this argument has many flaws.  

11. The money paid to hunt a leopard or other trophy animal is often counted as profit by a 
hunting outfitter and does not usually end up in a conservation program. And as the founder of 
an organization that has worked for decades on community-based conservation in Africa, I can 
say confidently that putting a bounty on the heads of individual animals is counter-productive to 
promoting their protection. Indeed, normalizing the recreational killing of a species promotes 
poaching of the species for commercial purposes. On the whole, trophy hunting is having a 
negative impact on populations of imperiled species, including leopards, which are subject to 
unsustainable quotas across their African range. Conservation programs are only as effective as 
the governmental organizations responsible for managing them, and the countries where the most 
trophy hunting occurs have high levels of corruption. 

12. In my expert opinion, leopards across their African range are in danger of extinction and the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service should strictly regulate the import of hunting trophies and other 
leopard parts in order to not continue to contribute to the decline of this endangered species. 

 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United 
States of America that the foregoing is, in my professional opinion, true and correct. 

 

       

        Dr. Jane Goodall 

 

Executed on the 20th day of July, 2016   
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 I, Dereck Joubert, hereby declare as follows: 

 

1.  I reside at Duba Plains camp, in the Okavango Delta in Botswana.   

 

2.  After my studies at University of Witwatersrand in Johannesburg, South Africa, I 

started work at the Chobe Lion Research Institute in Botswana researching and, later, 

filming big cats, for the major broadcasters of the world (e.g., BBC, National Geographic).  

 

3. During our 30 years with the National Geographic Society so far, my wife Beverly and I 

have made over 25 films for National Geographic that have garnered 9 Emmy Awards, a 

Peabody award, and other international recognition. I have also published 11 books, 

multiple scientific papers, and dozens of articles for National Geographic Magazine and 

other publications, focusing on the plight of wildlife in southern Africa.  

 

4. In 2006 Beverly and I were awarded the status of National Geographic Explorers in 

Residence, two of only 10 people that carry that title around the world.   

 

5. In 2009, we founded the Big Cats Initiative, a National Geographic program dedicated to 

the preservation of big cats (including leopards, lions, tigers, jaguars, and cheetahs) 

through education, conservation projects, and a worldwide awareness campaign. To date, 

the Big Cats Initiative has funded over 90 grants across more than 27 countries. Further, 

the Big Cats Initiative has supported research, including the most recent and most 

comprehensive study of leopard populations across their range. 

 

6. In 2011, I received a Presidential Order of Meritorious Service by the President of 

Botswana for my conservation efforts in Botswana. I am currently a member of the 

International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) African Lion Working Group.  

 

7. I am also the founder and CEO of Great Plains Conservation, a company that manages 

approximately 1,800,000 acres of land in Botswana and Kenya for conservation purposes. 

Through this effort I have converted large tracts of land that were formerly open to hunting 

to wildlife preserves that benefit surrounding communities and provide opportunities for 

low-impact eco-tourism. For example, the Selinda Reserve is a 350,000 acre private wildlife 

sanctuary in the northern part of Botswana that provides habitat for leopards and dozens of 

other species. Through this effort we increased the economic benefit to the nation of 

Botswana from that concession by 2,500% by switching from hunting to photographic 

tourism.  I also sit on the board of The Big Life Foundation in Kenya. 

 

7. I have made four films about leopards: “Eye of the Leopard,”  “The Unlikely Leopard,” 

“Living with Big Cats “ and “Big Cat Odyssey” all of which required Beverly and I to follow 

individual leopards on a daily basis for multiple years to capture natural leopard behavior. 

For example, for “Eye of the Leopard,” from 2003-2007 Beverly and I following a leopard 

cub – named Legadema – from eight days of age, a journey that exposed us to the often 



mysterious lives of leopards and gave us an insight into just how fragile and complex their 

societies are. Making these films – which involves hundreds of hours in the field, tracking 

leopards, highlighted the need to engage in policy decisions to protect the world’s remaining 

big cats. 

 

8. Based on my substantial experience in field biology and wildlife filmmaking, it is my 

expert opinion that leopards are in danger of extinction across their African and Asian 

range, and that governments must take all actions within their authority to promote the 

conservation of this species before it disappears. 

 

9. Because of the secretive and solitary nature of leopards, it is exceedingly difficult get an 

accurate census of leopards across the species’ African range. There were estimates of about 

700,000 leopards in Africa in the 1980s, but the most recent science states that such 

estimates were flawed. There is no reason to believe that the population trend for leopards 

is significantly different to those of other big cats in Africa, all of which indicate a 95% 

decline over the past 50 years. Our own findings coincide with that hypothesis and in many 

areas I have surveyed, in particular where there is hunting, leopard have declined 

significantly. Territories have been disrupted and breeding has been suppressed.  It is 

unlikely that there are more than 50,000 leopards in Africa today. Indeed, based on my 

experience over the last 30 years working with leopards, the population has significantly 

decreased in that time.  For example, in the Selinda and Kwando areas of Botswana where 

we estimated a home range of 12 sq km per leopard and studied 26 females, once trophy 

hunting increased, we reached a point where we saw no leopards in 5 years and heard none 

either. Overhunting is a huge threat to this species.  

 

10. Leopards are severely impacted by habitat loss and human encroachment, with the 

most recent data revealing that the African leopard has lost 48-67% of its historical range. I 

have actively worked to reduce those threats through protecting leopard habitat, educating 

surrounding communities on how to peacefully coexist with these predators, and 

implementing a program to reimburse local people for any loss of livestock caused by 

leopards, via our foundations and initiative (Great Plains Foundation, Big Cats Initiative 

and The Big Life Foundation.)  However, the habitat loss is often linked to over population 

of humans and a task best tackled at a different level of policy and leadership discussion. 

Hunting, however, is something we can actually do something about with rational 

legislation today.   

 

11. Despite their imperiled status, leopards continue to be targeted by trophy hunters, most 

of whom are American. I estimated that in the five years I followed Legadema, 10,000 

leopards were legally shot by trophy hunters, (according to issued CITES permits) in 

addition to the immense amount of leopard poaching during the same period. The African 

leopard simply cannot sustain losses of thousands or even hundreds of individuals per year 

– at this rate the subspecies could go to the very edge of extinction in 10-15 years. 

 

12. In my expert opinion, trophy hunting is a dire threat to the continued survival of the 

African leopard. My own observations across six hunting concessions in Botswana are 

consistent with this observation. Scientific papers (Palazy et al) on the relationship between 

lions and trophy hunters are also indicative of that basic fact that trophy hunting is the 

direct cause of cat population declines wherever it is carried out.  



13. In addition, the activity undermines conservation, fuels corruption at the local levels in 

particular and often higher up, and causes the loss of the healthiest animals in the 

populations, animals that are key for reproduction and social cohesion of those species. 

Leopards are no exception. A single young male has enormous obstacles to overcome to 

survive on his own, to learn how to hunt, to fight for territory and to earn the status to 

breed. But it is exactly these qualities that trophy hunting targets the young male for, and 

selects the finest breeders, and carriers of the best genetic qualities for the survival of the 

species. This selection process often condemns them to death before they can breed. In 

addition, the cubs of prime breeding males that are shot are left unprotected and 

vulnerable to incoming territorial males, whose first order of business is to kill cubs from 

other males. Each leopard that is shot as a trophy cannot be considered in isolation but as 

just the tip of the iceberg in a trickle down effect of destruction to the family and society of 

leopards he influences.  

 

14. Hunting is often cited as being a deterrent to poaching, but it was clearly demonstrated 

in Botswana, that the presence and occurrence of gunshots by legal hunters in an area only 

served to confuse anti poaching forces in their efforts to detect illegal hunters (poachers.) 

Once trophy hunting was stopped the wildlife authorities and the military (carrying out 

anti-poaching duties) were significantly more effective in finding and stopping poachers, to 

the degree where poaching in the border sections of Botswana went from ‘rampant’ to ‘zero’ 

over a six year period.     

 

15. As a revenue resource, not only has hunting been shown to contribute less than 0.27% 

to the GDP’s of African countries that still allow hunting today, it cannot co-exist with 

tourism for obvious reasons, so it actually erodes the potential for an alternative land use. 

The replacement of hunting, in particular of big cats, with tourism, however, is a very 

viable way to use the land more kindly. For example, before I acquired the Selinda 

concession in Botswana it was used almost exclusively for trophy hunting. On the first day 

of purchase I stopped all the hunting.  Since then I have seen a steady regrowth and benefit 

to the wildlife, both in terms of population recovery, and of course the attitude of wildlife 

towards humans (tourists). We have no attacks, no charges, animals don’t run in fear that 

we have been able to create a facility that is wild again but that allows people from around 

the world to see wildlife and become engaged with the life changing experiences that a 

safari in Africa can offer. We converted the concession into a Reserve and it now employs 20 

times the number of local staff, pays taxes, and delivers a benefit to the nation of over 

2,500% more that it was doing under the hunting regime, while providing food on a daily 

basis to many thousands of dependents of people we employ.   

 

16. Claims that trophy hunting promotes conservation through financial contributions are 

not supported, nor are the claims that hunting is the only land use that creates value in 

marginal wildlife areas. The Selinda Reserve is a classic example of what was once 

considered a marginal piece of land. The value of these animals is a combination of 

“intangible” and “real.” Who can quantify the impact on a young person, of seeing their first 

leopard in a tree in the wild, or the disappearance of any knowledge of a leopard to the 

Ingwe people of the Zulu nation, who take the leopard as their spiritual totem? For tourism, 

however, it is tangible. For example, I did a survey in Savuti in Botswana to calculate the 

value of one male lion trophy versus the value of that male lion as a living eco-tourism 

asset. At the time (in1995), the value of the dead lion was US$15,000, whereas its value 

alive was approximately US$2,000,000. A male leopard that may live 12 years in the wild is 



an enduring revenue stream, a single hunt of that leopard ends, not just its genetic lineage, 

but its earnings potential for conservation, forever.  Most trophy hunting operations, are 

owned by foreign interests and do not share money with local communities. Responsible 

eco-tourism – like that operated by Great Plains Conservation – shares the benefit with 

governments and local communities. For example, most hunting concessions can only 

service 12-15 hunters per year, whereas an eco-tourism operated concessions can service 

thousands with much less of an ecological impact. In each of our concessions we pay over 

more than US$30,000 per year in leases and benefits.  

 

17. Because of our income from tourism and because of our influence on our guests, many of 

whom come specifically to see leopards, we have been able to solicit support in being able to 

rescue and move 100 rhinos from the highest poaching areas in South Africa to the 

protection in Botswana. This is an added and often hidden benefit of protecting the iconic 

cats of Africa: the extended holistic conservation ethic born from protection rather than 

selfish eradication.  

   

18. Trophy hunting is little more than a bloodlust and thrill of killing and has no longer any 

place in sound wildlife management, especially in association with declining and 

threatened species. Studies also show that we cannot rely on the hunting fraternity to make 

wise conservation decisions around threatened species and that, in fact, as species decline 

and become more threatened or even endangered, they become even more valuable and 

desired by hunters. We have to ask if we want to project to the next generation that the 

best way for us to interact with nature is via violent actions like this and if that will lead to 

more or less harmony in an already troubled world. 

 

19. The effort to protect leopards from extinction is vital – we no longer have the luxury of 

time to use or abuse these big cats for our own desires. Poaching of leopards – primarily for 

the fur trade – continues at unsustainable rates, and the African leopard is under immense 

threats from habitat loss and human conflict. To allow the trophy hunting of leopards for 

recreational purposes to continue unchecked is scientifically and ethically unjustified.  

 

20. In my opinion, leopards across their African range are in danger of extinction and the 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service should strictly regulate the import of hunting trophies and 

other leopard parts in order to not continue to contribute to the decline of this endangered 

species. 

 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the 

United States of America that the foregoing is, in my professional opinion, true and correct. 

 

 

       

         
 

        Dereck Joubert 

 

Executed on 1st day of July, 2016.    



 

 

 

 

 

ANNEX C 



CITES Establishment of Leopard Export Quotas 1987-2013 

 

 
Source: https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-27.pdf, 1987. 

 
 
 

 
Source: https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/07/doc/E07-27.pdf, 1989. 

 
 

 
Source: https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/doc/E-20.pdf, 1992. 

 

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-27.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/07/doc/E07-27.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/doc/E-20.pdf


2 

 

 
Source: Proposal by Botswana, Malawi, Namibia, Zambia and Zimbabwe to transfer Panthera pardus from CITES Appendix I to Appendix II 
and to establish export quotas for eleven countries https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF, 

1992. The proposal was rejected by vote but the quotas approved.1 
 
 

 
Source: In session document, https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/E-In-session.pdf, 1992. 

 
 

 
Source: https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/E9-ComI.pdf, 1994. 

 
 

 
Source: https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/10/doc/E10-41to43.pdf, 1997 

 

                                                           
1 https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/E-Com-I.pdf  

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/E-In-session.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/E9-ComI.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/10/doc/E10-41to43.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/E-Com-I.pdf
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Source: https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/doc/E12-23-1-1.pdf, 2002. 

 
 

 
Source: https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/16/doc/E-CoP16-52.pdf 

 
 

 
Source: Resolution Conf. 10.14 (Rev. CoP16), https://cites.org/eng/res/10/10-14R16.php 

  

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/doc/E12-23-1-1.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/16/doc/E-CoP16-52.pdf
https://cites.org/eng/res/10/10-14R16.php
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Information from the CITES Trade Database 

Table 1: International trade in leopards and their parts for all sources and all purposes. 
 

Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Totals 

bodies 7 0 9 10 22 19 24 24 9 11 135 
bone pieces 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

bones 0 1 2 299 8 12 41 16 13 13 405 
carvings 1 1 1 0 4 1 1 3 1 0 13 

claws 0 70 20 3 64 18 65 72 68 1 381 
cloth 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

derivatives 3,470 1,770 3,146 1,722 1,593 821 1,442 2 1 1 13,968 
feet 0 2 0 29 0 0 0 4 0 0 35 

garments 2 2 2 1 6 6 0 5 5 2 31 
hair 0 6 0 10 209 0 2 2 8 1 238 

hair products 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
leather products (L) 0 8 0 0 2 1 0 1 0 0 12 
leather products (S) 3 2 4 2 3 6 2 3 262 0 287 

live 37 44 45 42 48 75 79 68 68 44 550 
medicine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 383 56 99 538 

plates 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
shoes 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 

skeletons 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 
skin pieces 9 1 1 65 10 2 2 17 8 4 119 

skins 72 162 61 74 233 234 353 466 228 45 1,928 
skulls 26 132 17 48 238 277 437 479 277 114 2,045 

specimens 132 108 119 262 361 445 324 1,421 143 1,037 4,352 
tails 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 10 12 
teeth 31 4 9 2 1 40 31 4 13 11 146 

trophies 1,229 1,126 1,060 1,279 1,400 990 769 985 722 651 10,211 
unspecified 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Grand Total: 5,023 3,439 4,500 3,852 4,202 2,949 3,573 3,957 1,882 2,044 35,421 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, all purposes, on 04/04/2016. 

 
Table 2: International trade in wild source leopards and their parts for all purposes. 

 

Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies 6 0 7 10 21 19 19 20 9 10 121 
bones 0 1 0 259 6 12 41 16 13 13 361 

carvings 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
claws 0 66 18 0 62 12 63 72 67 0 360 

derivatives 521 246 154 4 20 20 50 0 0 0 1015 
feet 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 6 

garments 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 3 
hair 0 6 0 10 209 0 0 2 7 1 235 

leather 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
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Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
products 
(large) 
leather 

products 
(small) 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

live 5 5 5 2 7 2 13 11 9 2 61 
plates 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
shoes 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skeletons 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 
skin pieces 4 0 0 2 4 1 1 12 1 3 28 

skins 46 148 36 46 210 222 345 442 214 34 1743 
skulls 25 128 16 47 235 270 437 477 276 112 2023 

specimens 132 108 119 257 18 442 291 1419 106 905 3797 
tails 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 10 11 
teeth 31 4 8 0 0 18 27 4 4 4 100 

trophies 1211 1098 1041 1255 1387 977 748 968 706 643 10034 
unspecified 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Grand Total 1984 1812 1406 1894 2181 1997 2036 3448 1413 1738 19909 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, wild sources, all purposes, on 03/23/2016. 
 

Table 3. Imports of wild source leopards and their parts for all purposes, by country. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
leather 

products 
(small) 

 
AE 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

 

live 
 

AE 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
AE 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 5 0 0  

skulls 
 

AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 1  
trophies 

 
AE 4 6 6 2 1 4 7 1 3 1  

skins 
 

AR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 1 0  
skulls 

 
AR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 4 1  

trophies 
 

AR 1 4 7 1 8 2 4 10 5 4  
bodies 

 
AT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

AT 7 14 15 0 3 4 4 3 4 0  
skulls 

 
AT 6 0 11 0 3 4 3 3 3 0  

teeth 
 

AT 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
AT 17 27 15 22 21 11 12 18 15 14  

trophies 
 

AT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
hair 

 
AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0  

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
AU 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 

skins 
 

AU 1 9 1 0 1 5 2 1 0 0  
skulls 

 
AU 0 0 0 0 0 4 2 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

AU 0 4 0 2 1 0 1 2 0 1  
skins 

 
BE 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 1 0 0  

skulls 
 

BE 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
BE 11 6 11 10 10 11 4 4 2 1  

skins 
 

BG 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0  
skulls 

 
BG 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

BG 4 6 7 3 1 5 3 6 1 2  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
trophies 

 
BH 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

feet 
 

BR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
BR 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

BR 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0  
teeth 

 
BR 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

BR 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 4  
skulls 

 
BS 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

BS 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 0  

skulls 
 

BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 5 0  
trophies 

 
BW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0  

bodies 
 

CA 0 0 0 7 9 0 6 4 1 5  
bones 

 
CA 0 1 0 2 2 0 2 0 0 0  

skin pieces 
 

CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
skins 

 
CA 15 24 0 18 33 10 10 12 3 3  

skulls 
 

CA 8 19 0 30 39 12 15 11 4 5  
skulls 

 
CA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

CA 19 17 3 15 17 22 9 11 10 15  
CA total   42 61 3 72 101 44 43 38 18 28 450 

skins 
 

CG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2  
bodies 

 
CH 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  

claws 
 

CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0  
hair 

 
CH 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

CH 1 0 2 1 2 1 4 4 1 0  
skulls 

 
CH 1 0 0 1 3 1 4 4 1 0  

specimens ml CH 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
CH 0 100 46 25 0 0 0 27 6 3  

teeth 
 

CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0  
trophies 

 
CH 10 2 10 4 6 0 21 3 7 5  

skulls 
 

CL 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
CL 4 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 3 0  

bodies 
 

CN 1 0 1 0 0 1 2 2 1 0  
skins 

 
CN 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0  

skulls 
 

CN 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens g CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36  
specimens 

 
CN 5 0 0 1 1 5 0 0 0 1  

trophies 
 

CN 3 1 1 2 1 6 0 2 2 0  
skulls 

 
CO 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

CO 0 1 0 0 1 5 0 1 0 1  
skins 

 
CR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

CR 1 3 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
CS 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  

live 
 

CU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 0  
bodies 

 
CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0  

skins 
 

CZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 3 4 0  
skulls 

 
CZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 3 4 0  

trophies 
 

CZ 9 7 2 5 4 4 7 7 7 3  
bodies 

 
DE 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 

bones 
 

DE 0 0 0 257 2 0 0 2 0 3  
claws 

 
DE 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 0 0  

skin pieces 
 

DE 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
DE 1 0 7 0 5 3 14 15 8 0 53 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
skulls 

 
DE 0 0 0 0 5 1 13 19 8 0  

specimens ml DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 0 0  
specimens 

 
DE 126 0 53 44 1 100 5 1233 0 901  

teeth 
 

DE 31 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
DE 66 65 42 38 67 37 32 51 38 36 472 

DE Total   224 65 102 340 100 142 64 1380 54 940 3411 
bodies 

 
DK 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 2 0  

bones 
 

DK 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 0 0 0  
derivatives 

 
DK 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

DK 0 0 0 2 0 2 5 1 2 1  
skulls 

 
DK 0 1 0 1 2 4 8 1 2 2  

teeth 
 

DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
DK 7 10 11 11 24 23 45 6 3 6  

trophies 
 

EC 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
skins 

 
EE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

EE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
EE 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1  

trophies 
 

EG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
bodies 

 
ES 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 3 

skeletons 
 

ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 
skins 

 
ES 0 3 0 0 19 27 32 12 7 1 6 

skulls 
 

ES 0 4 1 0 20 28 38 14 8 3  
trophies 

 
ES 90 91 100 76 72 54 40 29 28 22 602 

ES Total   90 98 101 76 111 111 111 56 43 26 823 
skins 

 
FI 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0  

skulls 
 

FI 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 1 1 0  
trophies 

 
FI 6 5 3 3 24 6 5 5 2 5  

bodies 
 

FR 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 
carvings 

 
FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.33 0 0 

hair kg FR 0.486 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skeletons 

 
FR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skins 
 

FR 4 1 1 0 29 26 19 23 11 3 117 
skulls 

 
FR 1 1 0 0 30 29 18 26 17 9 131 

tails 
 

FR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
teeth g FR 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies kg FR 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
FR 191 73 64 186 110 97 43 91 45 35 935 

FR Total             1188 
bodies 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 4 3 1 2 4 0  

claws 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0  
derivatives 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0  

garments 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
hair 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 209 0 0 0 0 0  

skin pieces 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0  
skins 

 
GB 0 3 0 8 9 4 9 5 5 0  

skulls 
 

GB 0 2 0 3 8 7 9 9 4 1  
specimens 

 
GB 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 0  

trophies 
 

GB 6 6 7 12 6 6 4 7 3 7  
live 

 
GM 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0  

bodies 
 

HK 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
leather 

products 
(small) 

 
HK 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
skins 

 
HK 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

HK 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
HN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  

skulls 
 

HN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
trophies 

 
HR 6 3 3 3 4 1 1 0 0 1  

skins 
 

HU 0 0 0 0 8 0 3 2 5 0  
skulls 

 
HU 0 0 0 0 8 0 3 2 5 1  

trophies 
 

HU 0 0 6 11 21 11 12 16 13 11  
trophies 

 
ID 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  

trophies 
 

IE 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens ml IL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.5 0  
specimens 

 
IL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

bodies 
 

IS 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
IS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1  

skulls 
 

IS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1  
trophies 

 
IS 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 1 1 0  

bodies 
 

IT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
bones 

 
IT 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0  

skins kg IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
skins 

 
IT 0 0 0 0 5 5 4 3 2 0  

skulls kg IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
IT 0 0 0 0 6 6 10 5 7 1  

trophies 
 

IT 20 12 15 18 23 18 22 19 15 7  
skins 

 
JM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

JM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
JM 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

live 
 

JO 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
JO 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

hair kg JP 0 0 0 0.2 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens g JP 0 300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens kg JP 0 0.3 0 0 0 15 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
JP 0 0 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

KE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
KE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

bodies 
 

KR 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
live 

 
KR 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0  

bodies 
 

KW 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
KW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

KW 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
live 

 
KZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0  

bodies 
 

LB 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
skins 

 
LB 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

LB 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
LB 1 0 1 2 1 2 4 0 1 0  

trophies 
 

LI 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
LK 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

LT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0  
skulls 

 
LT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0  

trophies 
 

LT 1 1 2 2 5 3 0 2 2 4  
skins 

 
LU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

LU 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
LU 2 1 6 4 0 4 4 0 1 3  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
derivatives 

 
LV 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

LV 2 4 3 4 2 1 0 1 3 3  
leather 

products 
(small) 

 
LY 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 

 

skins 
 

LY 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
bodies 

 
MA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

skins 
 

MA 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
MA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

MA 0 2 0 1 1 1 2 0 0 1  
trophies 

 
MC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  

skins 
 

MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
skulls 

 
MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
MU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

MU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
live 

 
MW 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 0 0  

bodies 
 

MX 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
bones 

 
MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 0 0  

claws 
 

MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 18 0  
derivatives 

 
MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

MX 0 0 0 0 3 4 3 4 5 1  
skulls 

 
MX 0 2 0 0 3 5 11 4 4 2  

trophies 
 

MX 40 68 54 64 50 47 38 49 33 31  
trophies 

 
MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

MX Total   40 70 54 64 57 60 55 76 60 34 570 
skins 

 
MZ 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

MZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2  
trophies 

 
MZ 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0  

bodies 
 

NA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0  

skulls 
 

NA 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0  
trophies 

 
NA 3 5 0 2 1 1 1 1 1 0  

skins 
 

NC 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
NC 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1  

bodies 
 

NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  
skins 

 
NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0  

skulls 
 

NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0  

live 
 

NI 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
NI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

bodies 
 

NL 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
hair 

 
NL 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

NL 3 0 0 0 1 0 2 1 0 0  
skulls 

 
NL 0 0 0 1 2 0 2 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

NL 2 1 0 0 3 2 0 0 0 2  
bodies 

 
NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3  

skins 
 

NO 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 1 0 1  
skulls 

 
NO 0 0 0 1 2 3 4 1 0 3  

specimens 
 

NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
NO 2 5 2 7 5 6 6 3 3 3  

trophies 
 

NP 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
bodies 

 
NZ 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
hair 

 
NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  

skin pieces 
 

NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
skins 

 
NZ 1 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0  

skulls 
 

NZ 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 2 1 0  
trophies 

 
NZ 2 1 0 1 4 6 3 3 1 2  

skins 
 

PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  
skulls 

 
PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 0  

trophies 
 

PA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0  
leather 

products 
(large) 

 
PH 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

 

skulls 
 

PH 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
PH 1 0 0 3 41 5 2 0 0 0  

live 
 

PK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2  
skulls 

 
PK 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 0  

trophies 
 

PK 3 1 1 0 1 0 5 3 0 0  
trophies 

 
PK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

bodies 
 

PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
skins 

 
PL 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 2 0 0  

skulls 
 

PL 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
PL 5 10 8 8 8 6 8 6 6 6  

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
PT 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 

skins 
 

PT 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 5 2 0  
skulls 

 
PT 0 0 0 0 3 6 10 7 2 0  

trophies 
 

PT 18 12 12 7 16 6 9 5 2 1  
trophies 

 
PY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3  

skulls 
 

QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 4  
trophies 

 
QA 2 0 0 0 0 2 3 4 3 0  

skins 
 

RO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
skulls 

 
RO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

RO 1 0 4 2 1 1 0 0 2 1  
trophies 

 
RS 0 1 1 2 1 1 1 0 2 0  

bodies 
 

RU 0 0 3 0 1 2 1 1 0 1  
live 

 
RU 0 0 0 0 4 2 4 0 0 0  

skins 
 

RU 0 0 0 0 7 6 8 7 2 1  
skulls 

 
RU 0 0 0 0 6 5 11 6 2 7  

trophies 
 

RU 15 8 18 36 40 35 29 43 21 36  
live 

 
SA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0  

trophies 
 

SA 0 0 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
SB 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

SB 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
skins 

 
SD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  

skulls 
 

SD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
trophies 

 
SD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2  

bodies 
 

SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
claws 

 
SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 0  

skins 
 

SE 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 6 2 0  
skulls 

 
SE 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 6 4 1  

teeth 
 

SE 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
SE 2 7 9 5 29 7 3 8 12 3  

bones 
 

SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
skulls 

 
SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  

trophies 
 

SG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
trophies 

 
SI 1 4 5 2 4 1 0 2 0 0  

bones 
 

SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
skins 

 
SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4  

skulls 
 

SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4  
trophies 

 
SK 3 3 2 8 5 2 5 5 5 2  

trophies 
 

SL 0 1 0 0 1 2 1 2 0 0  
live 

 
SV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

SV 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
live 

 
SY 1 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

SY 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
SZ 0 2 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

SZ 6 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 2  
live 

 
TJ 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

specimens 
 

TN 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
TR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

TR 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0  
skins 

 
TW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

skins 
 

TZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
TZ 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

TZ 1 1 1 1 1 5 0 0 0 0  
bodies 

 
UA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

UA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
UA 0 1 2 1 1 1 0 0 2 3  

bodies 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 5 0 0 13 
bones 

 
US 0 0 0 0 2 4 31 9 11 9 66 

claws 
 

US 0 66 18 0 44 12 27 38 44 0 249 
derivatives 

 
US 511 246 154 4 20 16 0 0 0 0 951 

garments 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 
hair 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 7 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
US 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

plates 
 

US 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
shoes 

 
US 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skin pieces 
 

US 4 0 0 2 0 1 0 2 1 3 13 
skins 

 
US 4 29 3 12 47 83 153 262 108 11 712 

skulls 
 

US 2 46 4 9 70 96 186 275 129 47 864 
specimens g US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 
specimens ml US 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
US 0 0 0 186 0 286 286 150 39 0 947 

specimens 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 51 0 0 0 0 51 
tails 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 10 

teeth 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 
trophies 

 
US 507 524 506 581 648 447 298 474 352 319 4656 

trophies 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
unspecified 

 
US 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

US Total             8553 
trophies 

 
VG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

XX 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 2  
skulls 

 
XX 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

XX 15 2 0 0 0 3 0 1 0 2  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
skins 

 
YE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

YU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
skulls 

 
YU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  

bones 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 4 0 0 8 
claws 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 18 

feet 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 
live 

 
ZA 1 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 5 

skin pieces 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 4 0 0 6 
skins 

 
ZA 6 52 0 0 22 28 41 40 27 3 219 

skulls 
 

ZA 6 51 0 1 11 34 56 51 44 17 271 
specimens ml ZA 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 2 60 0 78 

trophies 
 

ZA 89 74 73 74 85 48 44 55 43 30 615 
ZA Total             1224 

skulls 
 

ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 1  

skins 
 

ZW 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 3 6 0  
skulls 

 
ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 6 0  

trophies 
 

ZW 5 5 3 2 4 2 0 0 0 1  
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” to U.S. of Panthera pardus, wild sources, all purposes, on 

06/06/2016. 
 

Table 5. Exports of wild source leopards and their parts for all purposes, by country. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
leather 

products 
(small) 

 
AE 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 

 

live 
 

AE 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 0  
skins 

 
AE 6 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

AE 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
AE 0 0 35 1 0 0 0 2 0 0  

trophies 
 

AE 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 3 0  

skulls 
 

AT 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
AT 4 0 0 3 1 0 2 1 1 1  

skins 
 

AU 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
AU 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

bodies 
 

BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1  
trophies 

 
BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  

trophies 
 

BH 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
trophies 

 
BR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

bodies 
 

BW 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
claws 

 
BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 0  

hair 
 

BW 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
BW 0 2 2 0 3 0 3 6 0 0  

skulls 
 

BW 0 0 0 0 2 0 21 22 13 1  
specimens ml BW 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
BW 0 4 11 25 16 0 0 27 60 0  

trophies kg BW 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
BW 54 47 50 58 39 34 19 30 33 3  

bodies 
 

CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0  
garments 

 
CA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
plates 

 
CA 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

CA 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 1 0 0  
skulls 

 
CA 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

CA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0  
skins 

 
CD 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 5 0 0  

bones 
 

CF 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0  
claws 

 
CF 0 0 0 0 18 0 18 0 0 0  

skins 
 

CF 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
CF 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0  

specimens 
 

CF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 3  
trophies 

 
CF 37 28 28 33 90 66 17 23 4 0  

bodies 
 

CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0  
skin pieces 

 
CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  

skins 
 

CH 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
CH 125 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0  

trophies 
 

CH 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
CL 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

CM 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
derivatives 

 
CN 18 202 85 4 0 14 0 0 0 0  

live 
 

CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0  
bodies 

 
DE 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

derivatives 
 

DE 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
live 

 
DE 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

DE 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0  

trophies 
 

DE 2 1 0 6 1 0 5 1 8 1  
hair kg DJ 0.486 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
teeth g DJ 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
skins 

 
ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  

trophies 
 

ES 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
skins 

 
ET 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 1 0 0  

skulls 
 

ET 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
ET 3 2 0 2 1 2 1 0 1 2  

bodies 
 

FI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
trophies 

 
FI 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

bodies 
 

FR 2 0 1 0 2 0 3 2 0 1  
claws 

 
FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0  

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
FR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

 

skins 
 

FR 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
FR 0 0 0 0 3 2 5 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

FR 6 6 9 6 9 9 24 11 16 7  
skin pieces 

 
GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0  

specimens 
 

GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 0  
bodies 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
GB 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 

skin pieces 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0  
skins 

 
GB 3 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
trophies 

 
GB 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skin pieces 
 

GH 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
GQ 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0  

live 
 

GT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
specimens 

 
IL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

live 
 

IN 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
plates 

 
IN 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

live 
 

IR 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
IR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
trophies 

 
IT 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0  

live 
 

JO 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
derivatives 

 
JP 477 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

KE 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 2  
specimens ml KE 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.5 0  
specimens 

 
KE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

specimens 
 

KE 0 0 0 0 0 51 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
KE 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0  

live 
 

KG 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 1 0 0  
specimens kg KH 0 0 0 0 0 15 0 0 0 0  
derivatives 

 
KW 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skin pieces 
 

LA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
unspecified 

 
LA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

specimens 
 

LR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
skins 

 
LT 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
LY 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

 

skins 
 

LY 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
live 

 
ML 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

MW 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
MX 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0  

bodies 
 

MZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
skeletons 

 
MZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

skin pieces 
 

MZ 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 0 0  
skins 

 
MZ 1 6 1 0 11 7 70 92 62 4  

skulls 
 

MZ 1 5 0 0 4 7 76 92 70 13  
trophies 

 
MZ 76 58 59 52 56 49 21 56 31 49  

bodies 
 

NA 0 0 1 2 1 13 3 1 0 4 25 
bones 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 4 0 2 0 2 6 14 

claws 
 

NA 0 22 0 0 0 4 0 0 18 0 44 
hair 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

live 
 

NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 12 
skin pieces 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

skins 
 

NA 7 18 12 1 14 8 14 5 2 1 82 
skulls 

 
NA 6 12 8 2 12 5 8 6 4 4 67 

specimens ml NA 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 60 0 0 66 
specimens 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 1233 1 900 2234 

teeth 
 

NA 31 0 8 0 0 18 27 0 0 0 84 
trophies 

 
NA 168 197 176 226 343 150 100 111 100 105 1676 

trophies 
 

NA 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
NA Total             4308 

claws 
 

NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
skins 

 
NL 0 0 3 7 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  
skulls 

 
NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  

trophies 
 

NO 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 0  
skins 

 
NZ 1 6 1 4 0 1 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
derivatives 

 
PH 0 13 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

PT 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  

hair kg RU 0 0 0 0.2 0 0 0 0 0 0  
live 

 
RU 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

RU 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
specimens g RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36  
specimens 

 
RU 0 0 20 186 0 286 286 0 0 0  

live 
 

SA 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skin pieces 

 
SA 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

live 
 

SD 2 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
shoes 

 
SD 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

SD 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
SN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0  

skins 
 

SY 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
SZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0  

specimens 
 

SZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0  
live 

 
TH 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0  

live 
 

TM 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
TN 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

TN 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
derivatives 

 
TW 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skin pieces 
 

TW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
TW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

TW 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0  
bodies 

 
TZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 5 

bones 
 

TZ 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 8 0 13 
feet 

 
TZ 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

hair 
 

TZ 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 
live 

 
TZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

skins 
 

TZ 11 25 1 1 135 108 56 79 39 7 462 
skulls 

 
TZ 6 19 2 1 134 114 54 73 41 6 450 

skulls 
 

TZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
specimens 

 
TZ 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

tails 
 

TZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies 

 
TZ 340 301 260 371 275 200 138 201 145 178 2409 

TZ Total             3355 
skins 

 
UG 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0  

skulls 
 

UG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0  
specimens 

 
UG 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

UG 0 0 0 0 5 0 1 0 0 2  
bodies 

 
US 0 0 0 4 2 0 1 0 0 0  

carvings 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.33 0  
hair 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0  

skins 
 

US 2 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 1 0  
skulls 

 
US 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 1 0 1  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
specimens g US 0 300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens kg US 0 0.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
US 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

US 3 5 3 6 8 8 2 14 6 1  
bodies 

 
UY 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

UY 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
derivatives 

 
VN 16 18 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

XX 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0  
skulls 

 
XX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  

trophies 
 

XX 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 5  
bodies 

 
ZA 1 0 0 2 9 6 9 13 3 2 45 

bones 
 

ZA 0 1 0 2 0 8 35 8 2 5 61 
claws 

 
ZA 0 44 18 0 36 8 26 18 18 0 168 

derivatives 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 20 6 50 0 0 0 76 
garments 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 

hair 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 209 0 0 0 0 0 209 
leather 

products 
(large) 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

1 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
ZA 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2 

live 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 0 2 10 
skins 

 
ZA 5 40 1 7 9 67 84 53 4 5 275 

skulls 
 

ZA 3 53 3 6 37 101 145 75 26 68 517 
specimens 

 
ZA 4 0 0 1 1 2 0 151 0 1 160 

teeth 
 

ZA 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 8 
trophies 

 
ZA 113 103 111 147 184 143 125 128 108 109 1271 

ZA Total             2805 
bodies 

 
ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

bones 
 

ZM 0 0 0 257 0 1 0 0 0 0  
hair 

 
ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0  

skins 
 

ZM 4 8 3 6 7 5 13 4 2 0  
skulls 

 
ZM 1 7 0 2 5 7 25 5 4 1  

specimens g ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0  
specimens 

 
ZM 0 104 53 44 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

ZM 74 62 69 92 88 94 88 165 60 5  
trophies 

 
ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  

bodies 
 

ZW 3 0 1 2 5 0 0 1 0 0 12 
bones 

 
ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 1 2 11 

claws 
 

ZW 0 0 0 0 8 0 1 38 23 0 70 
feet 

 
ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 

skeletons 
 

ZW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skin pieces 

 
ZW 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 5 

skins kg ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
ZW 2 34 2 11 18 21 95 188 101 14 486 

skulls kg ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
ZW 2 32 3 28 33 30 101 199 112 18 558 

specimens 
 

ZW 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 
tails 

 
ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 10 

teeth 
 

ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 8 
trophies 

 
ZW 320 284 271 251 280 217 195 219 188 175 2400 

ZW Total             3568 
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Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross exports” to U.S. of Panthera pardus, wild sources, all purposes, on 
06/06/2016. 

 
Table 6: International trade in “captive-bred” leopards and their parts for all purposes. 

 
Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 2 0 1 8 

live 32 38 34 39 41 70 67 53 56 43 473 
skins 0 1 0 0 14 0 0 0 2 1 18 

specimens 0 3 0 5 343 0 32 2 37 132 554 
trophies 0 0 2 2 1 0 2 1 3 0 11 

Grand Total 32 42 36 46 399 70 106 58 98 177 1064 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, captive sources, all purposes, on 03/23/2016. 

 
Table 7: International trade in “captive-bred” leopards and their parts for all purposes: 

Exporting countries. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
bodies 

 
BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 1 

bodies 
 

DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 
bodies 

 
NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

live 
 

BE 4 1 1 0 1 0 2 2 6 0 
live 

 
BW 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

BY 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
CH 0 1 0 3 2 0 0 0 1 0 

live 
 

CN 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
CY 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

CZ 1 0 2 3 1 1 1 2 4 0 
live 

 
DE 1 0 1 0 1 3 5 4 0 0 

live 
 

DK 0 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 3 
live 

 
EE 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 

live 
 

ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
live 

 
FR 1 0 2 6 0 1 1 2 2 0 

live 
 

GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 
live 

 
GB 0 2 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 

live 
 

GE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live 

 
GT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 

live 
 

HU 2 3 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
ID 2 0 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 0 

live 
 

IR 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

live 
 

JO 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
KG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

live 
 

KR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
KZ 0 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

LB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
live 

 
LV 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 

live 
 

MC 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
MX 0 0 0 6 0 11 1 0 0 7 

live 
 

NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
live 

 
PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

live 
 

PT 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 2 0 0 
live 

 
RO 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 

live 
 

RS 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 2 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
live 

 
RU 1 0 0 1 3 4 19 0 0 1 

live 
 

SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 
live 

 
SG 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

SI 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
SK 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

SZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
TH 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

TN 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
TR 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 5 1 0 

live 
 

UA 0 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
US 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

UZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
live 

 
XX 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 1 0 0 

live 
 

ZA 0 1 0 5 0 7 0 2 0 3 
live 

 
ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 

skins 
 

CH 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
MZ 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins 

 
SZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
specimens flasks SG 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
AE 0 0 0 5 0 0 20 0 2 2 

specimens 
 

DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 
specimens 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 33 128 

specimens 
 

RU 0 0 0 0 343 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

NA 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

trophies 
 

TZ 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 
trophies 

 
ZA 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 

trophies 
 

ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, captive sources, all purposes, on 06/06/2016. 

 
Table 8: International trade in “captive-born” leopards and their parts for all purposes. 

 
Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 

live 3 1 9 1 1 5 0 2 2 1 25 
skulls 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 4 0 6 
Grand 
Total 3 1 10 2 2 5 0 2 6 1 32 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, F1 sources, all purposes, on 03/23/2016. 
 

Table 9: International trade in “pre-Convention” leopards and their parts from “pre-
Convention” for all purposes. 

 
Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 2 0 0 5 

carvings 0 1 1 0 4 1 1 2 1 0 11 
claws 0 0 2 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 7 

derivatives 0 0 5 2 0 2 0 2 1 1 13 
garments 1 2 1 1 0 3 0 1 2 0 11 
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leather 
products 
(large) 

0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 3 

leather 
products 
(small) 

3 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 8 

skin pieces 3 0 0 2 2 0 1 2 2 1 13 
skins 10 6 14 14 7 8 4 21 10 7 101 
skulls 1 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 1 1 7 

specimens 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
tails 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
teeth 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 6 5 14 

trophies 2 0 1 1 3 1 6 3 2 2 21 
Grand 
Total 20 9 27 20 18 26 16 37 27 17 217 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, pre-Convention sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 10: International trade in “ranched” leopards and their parts for all purposes. 
 

Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 4 0 8 

skins 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Grand Total 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 8 4 0 16 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, ranched sources, all purposes, on 03/23/2016. 
 

Table 11: International trade in leopards and their parts from “confiscations/seizures” and 
for all purposes. 

 
Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

bone pieces 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
bones 0 0 2 40 4 0 0 0 4 0 50 

carvings 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
claws 0 4 0 3 2 2 2 0 0 1 14 
cloth 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

derivatives 2939 1504 2987.5 1712 1573 799 1392 0 0 0 12906.5 
feet 0 0 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 

garments 1 0 2 0 2 2 0 1 2 1 11 
hair 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 3 
hair 

products 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
leather 

products 
(large) 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
leather 

products 
(small) 0 0 0 2 1 4 2 0 260 0 269 

medicine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 383 56 99 538 
plates 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
shoes 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skin pieces 2 1 1 61 1 1 0 3 4 0 74 



20 

 

skins 10 4 4 8 2 5 1 1 2 1 38 
skulls 0 2 1 1 2 3 0 1 0 1 11 

specimens 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
teeth 0 0 1 2 1 21 2 0 1 0 28 

trophies 22 35 19 31 15 11 14 18 10 5 180 
Grand 
Total 2977 1558 3019.5 1891 1603 848 1415 410 340 108 14169.5 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, seized/confiscated sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 12: International trade in leopards and their parts from “source unknown” and for 
all purposes. 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

derivatives CN 0 0 7 4 0 14 0 0 0 0 25 
leather products 

(small) GB 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 

live KG 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 1 0 0 6 
plates IN 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skin pieces GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
skins CH 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
skins GB 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins LT 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins NL 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
skins RU 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls GB 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

specimens AE 0 0 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35 
trophies GB 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Grand Total            91 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross exports” of Panthera pardus, unknown sources, all purposes, on 03/23/2016. 

 
Table 13: International trade in leopards and their parts for “commercial” purposes and 

from all sources. 
 

Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies 0 0 1 0 1 0 5 3 0 1 11 

carvings 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 3 0 0 7 
claws 0 4 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 7 
cloth 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

derivatives 512 244 847 568 317 147 0 2 1 0 2638 
feet 0 0 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 

garments 1 2 1 0 1 2 0 4 3 0 14 
leather 

products 
(large) 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
leather 

products 
(small) 0 0 2 1 1 1 1 0 260 0 266 

live 6 4 4 5 2 5 1 1 7 4 39 
medicine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 260 26 45 331 

skin pieces 4 0 0 55 2 0 0 3 4 1 69 
skins 7 5 24 5 4 4 3 10 6 4 72 
skulls 3 0 0 0 2 1 1 1 0 0 8 
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Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
specimens 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 

teeth 0 0 0 2 0 1 1 0 8 2 14 
trophies 1 1 2 3 2 1 0 1 1 1 13 
Grand 
Total 534 261 882 670 334 162 15 289 317 58 3522 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, hunting trophy purpose, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 14: International trade in leopards and their parts for “commercial” purposes and 

from all sources: Importing countries (range States in bold). 
 

Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
AE 2 2 1 0 2 1 0 0 4 1 13 
AL 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
AU 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 1 5 0 10 
CA 4 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 6 
CH 2 0 7 1 0 1 2 5 1 0 19 
CN 0 0 2 1 2 0 4 3 4 1 17 
DE 0 1 7 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 12 
EG 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 
ES 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 3 
FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 5 0 9 
GB 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 
HK 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 4 
HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
ID 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 3 
IN 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 
IS 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
JP 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
KR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 4 
LY 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 
MO 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
MX 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 
NZ 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
PK 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 3 7 
RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 
SA 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
SY 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
TR 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
TW 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
UA 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
UG 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
US 522 253 850 657 320 151 5 265 289 46 3358 
ZA 0 2 0 1 1 0 1 2 2 3 12 
ZW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Grand Total 534 261 882 670 334 162 15 289 317 58 3522 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, commercial purposes, on 03/23/2016. 

 
Table 15. International trade in leopards and their parts for commercial purposes, where 

specimens were confiscated or seized, by importing country. 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
claws 

 
US 0 4 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0  

cloth 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
derivatives g US 0 562 0 0 0 435 0 0 0 0 997 
derivatives 

 
US 35 238 847 568 317 146 0 0 0 0 2151 

feet 
 

US 0 0 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0  
garments 

 
AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  

garments 
 

DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
garments 

 
US 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0  

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
US 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 260 0 

 

medicine 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 260 26 45 331 
skin 

pieces 
 

AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
 

skin 
pieces 

 
US 1 0 0 55 0 0 0 1 1 0 

 

skins 
 

IS 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
NZ 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

US 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0  
skulls 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  

teeth 
 

US 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 1 0  
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus, commercial purposes, purpose is confiscated or 

seized, on 06/06/2016. 
 

Table 16. Gross exports of Panthera pardus derivatives and medicines to the U.S., 
commercial purposes, where the source is confiscated or seized. 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 

derivatives CH 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 10 
derivatives CN 0 201 847 568 307 146 0 0 0 0 2069 
derivatives KR 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
derivatives VN 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 
derivatives XX 6 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36 
medicine CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 260 26 0 286 
medicine HK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45 45 

Totals  35 238 847 568 317 146 0 260 26 45 2482 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross exports” of Panthera pardus to the U.S. for commercial purposes, where the 

specimens were confiscated or seized, on 03/23/2016. 
 

Table 17. International trade in leopards and their parts for commercial purposes, where 
specimens were confiscated or seized, by exporting country. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
cloth 

 
AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

garments 
 

CA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
CD 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  

derivatives 
 

CH 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
CH 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skin 
pieces 

 
CI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

 

teeth 
 

CI 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0  
derivatives g CN 0 0 0 0 0 435 0 0 0 0 435 
derivatives 

 
CN 0 201 847 568 307 146 0 0 0 0 2069 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
leather 

products 
(small)  CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 260 0 

260 

medicine 
 

CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 260 26 0 286 
skins 

 
CN 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 

garments 
 

FR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
FR 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

garments 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
skin 

pieces 
 

GB 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
 

skins 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
medicine 

 
HK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45  

leather 
products 
(small)  IR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

 

derivatives 
 

KR 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
claws 

 
NA 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

NA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  

skin 
pieces 

 
NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

 

derivatives g TW 0 562 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skin 

pieces 
 

UG 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
 

teeth 
 

UG 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0  
garments 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  

skin 
pieces 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

 

derivatives 
 

VN 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
derivatives 

 
XX 6 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

claws 
 

ZA 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0  
feet 

 
ZA 0 0 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0  

leather 
products 
(small)  ZA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 

skin 
pieces 

 
ZA 0 0 0 54 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross exports” of Panthera pardus, commercial purposes, purpose is confiscated or 
seized, on 06/06/2016. 

 
Table 18: International trade in leopards and their parts for “commercial” purposes and 

from all sources: Exporting countries (range States in bold). 
 

Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
AE 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 4 
AR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
AT 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
AU 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 4 
BE 2 1 1 0 1 0 2 1 6 1 15 
CA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
CD 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
CH 0 0 15 0 11 1 0 0 2 0 29 
CI 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 3 
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Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
CN 0 207 847 571 307 146 0 260 286 0 2624 
CZ 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 3 
DE 7 4 8 1 1 1 5 2 1 1 31 
ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
ET 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
FR 3 0 0 1 3 2 2 5 0 3 19 
GB 1 0 4 1 2 0 2 13 7 0 30 
HK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45 45 
ID 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
IN 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
IR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
JO 0 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 
JP 477 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 477 
KR 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
KZ 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
LT 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
LY 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 
MZ 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 
NA 0 5 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 7 
NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 4 
TZ 4 0 1 0 3 0 2 1 0 0 11 
UA 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
UG 1 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 
US 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 3 8 2 15 
VN 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 
XX 6 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36 
ZA 0 0 0 88 0 5 0 0 0 0 93 
ZM 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 
ZW 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 5 

Grand 
Total 534 261 882 670 334 162 15 289 317 58 3522 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, commercial purposes, on 03/23/2016. 
 

Table 19: International trade in leopards and their parts for “hunting trophy” purposes 
from all sources. 

 
Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies 2 0 3 8 15 18 12 14 4 8 84 
bones 0 1 0 2 6 12 41 16 13 13 104 
claws 0 66 18 0 62 12 45 72 59 0 334 

derivatives 0 0 0 0 20 6 0 0 0 0 26 
feet 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 6 

garments 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
hair 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

leather 
products 
(large) 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
leather 

products 
(small) 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

live 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
plates 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
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Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skeletons 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 

skin pieces 0 0 0 0 4 1 1 5 1 2 14 
skins 22 112 6 23 191 215 336 423 209 27 1564 
skulls 11 131 6 42 229 267 431 473 273 111 1974 
tails 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 10 11 
teeth 31 4 0 0 0 18 27 4 4 4 92 

trophies 1202 1099 1010 1115 1277 929 696 888 645 634 9495 
Grand Total 1269 1424 1043 1192 1804 1481 1590 1899 1208 811 13721 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, hunting trophy purpose, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 20: International trade in leopards and their parts for “hunting trophy” purposes 

and from all sources: Importing countries (range States in bold). 
 

Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
AE 0 1 1 2 1 0 10 0 3 2 20 
AR 1 4 7 1 8 4 4 17 10 5 61 
AT 23 26 9 21 23 19 19 24 20 13 197 
AU 0 4 0 2 0 6 4 3 0 1 20 
BE 11 6 11 10 14 15 4 6 2 1 80 
BG 4 6 7 3 1 8 3 8 1 2 43 
BH 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
BR 1 10 0 1 3 2 0 0 0 4 21 
BW 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 5 0 12 
BY 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
CA 33 59 3 70 97 44 43 31 20 24 424 
CH 14 2 12 2 11 2 9 15 12 5 84 
CL 4 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 3 0 9 
CN 1 1 0 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 8 
CO 0 1 0 0 2 6 0 2 0 1 12 
CR 2 1 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 7 
CS 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
CZ 9 7 2 5 4 6 16 14 15 3 81 
DE 96 64 39 38 95 38 55 86 54 39 604 
DK 7 11 11 14 26 32 91 9 7 9 217 
EC 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
EE 1 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 7 
EG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
ES 90 98 101 76 109 111 110 56 33 26 810 
FI 6 4 3 3 24 5 10 7 3 5 70 
FR 191 73 42 47 114 114 47 72 38 39 777 
GB 6 11 7 16 27 18 22 23 18 8 156 
HN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
HR 6 3 3 3 4 1 1 0 0 1 22 
HU 0 0 6 11 37 11 18 20 23 12 138 
ID 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
IE 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
IS 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 1 7 2 14 
IT 20 12 15 18 34 32 38 27 21 8 225 
JM 1 0 1 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 6 
KW 0 0 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 
LB 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 4 
LT 1 1 2 2 5 3 0 4 4 4 26 
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Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
LU 2 1 6 4 0 4 7 0 1 3 28 
LV 2 4 3 4 2 3 0 1 3 3 25 
MA 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
MC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 4 
MU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
MX 39 70 53 63 56 61 61 76 60 34 573 
MZ 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 0 2 7 
NA 3 2 0 2 0 1 4 5 0 0 17 
NC 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 
NI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
NL 5 1 0 1 4 3 4 0 0 2 20 
NO 2 5 2 8 8 11 12 5 3 10 66 
NP 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
NZ 2 0 0 1 4 6 4 7 3 3 30 
PA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 6 0 9 
PH 1 0 0 3 2 4 4 0 0 0 14 
PK 3 1 1 0 2 0 6 5 0 0 18 
PL 5 10 8 8 12 6 10 8 6 6 79 
PT 18 13 12 7 19 13 24 17 6 1 130 
QA 2 0 0 0 0 2 1 6 5 4 20 
RO 1 0 4 2 1 1 0 2 2 1 14 
RS 0 1 1 2 1 1 1 0 2 0 9 
RU 15 8 21 31 48 48 46 53 11 40 321 
SA 0 0 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 5 
SB 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
SD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
SE 2 6 9 5 29 31 7 34 14 4 141 
SG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 4 
SI 1 4 5 1 2 1 0 2 0 0 16 
SK 3 3 2 8 5 2 5 5 5 11 49 
SL 0 1 0 0 1 2 1 2 0 0 7 
SV 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
SZ 2 0 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 2 10 
TR 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 3 
TZ 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 0 0 0 17 
UA 0 1 2 2 1 2 0 0 2 3 13 
US 522 693 538 606 840 663 707 1074 644 408 6695 
VG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
XX 15 2 0 0 0 5 0 1 0 2 25 
YU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
ZA 87 178 74 75 117 112 158 148 114 50 1113 
ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 1 6 
ZW 4 5 3 2 4 2 4 6 12 1 43 

Grand 
Total 1269 1424 1043 1192 1804 1481 1590 1899 1208 811 13,721 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, hunting trophy purpose, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 21: International trade in leopards and their parts for “hunting trophy” purposes 

from all sources: Exporting countries (range States in bold). 
 

Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
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Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
AE 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 5 
AT 3 0 0 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 10 
AU 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
BH 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
BR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
BW 54 51 59 58 40 34 42 66 28 4 436 
CA 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 8 
CF 38 28 29 17 110 70 29 23 3 0 347 
CH 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
CL 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 
DE 2 0 3 1 0 0 0 1 8 1 16 
DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
ES 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 
ET 3 2 0 1 6 2 2 2 1 2 21 
FI 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 
FR 4 1 2 1 3 0 0 3 0 0 14 
GB 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 4 
IR 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
IT 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 4 

MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 0 5 
MZ 73 68 58 42 71 60 168 241 161 67 1009 
NA 208 236 174 216 362 202 154 122 122 121 1917 
NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
PT 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
TN 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
TW 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 
TZ 351 344 239 294 511 394 235 310 222 188 3088 
UG 0 0 0 0 5 0 1 2 0 2 10 
US 2 5 3 12 10 8 5 15 6 2 68 
UY 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
XX 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 4 
ZA 114 254 131 160 242 331 422 286 159 192 2291 
ZM 77 77 72 96 101 105 128 170 65 4 895 
ZW 329 356 269 287 334 266 397 649 428 220 3535 

Grand 
Total 1269 1424 1043 1192 1804 1481 1590 1899 1208 811 13721 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, hunting trophy purpose, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 22: International trade in leopards trophies for “personal” purposes from all 

sources: Importing countries (range States in bold). 
 

Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies AE 4 7 5 0 0 4 0 1 2 0  
trophies AT 3 2 6 12 4 1 2 0 2 2 34 
trophies AU 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1  
trophies BG 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies BH 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies BS 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies CA 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2  
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Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies CH 0 0 0 2 0 0 20 0 1 0 23 
trophies CL 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0  
trophies CR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies CS 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies DE 4 0 3 0 3 3 0 1 0 0  
trophies EC 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
trophies EE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 11 0 15 
trophies FI 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
trophies FR 0 0 34 141 75 62 16 75 28 27 458 
trophies GB 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies IM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
trophies IS 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  
trophies LB 0 0 1 3 2 2 2 0 0 0  
trophies LI 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies MA 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 0 0 1  
trophies MX 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0  
trophies NL 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies NZ 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
trophies PH 0 0 0 0 41 5 0 0 0 0 46 
trophies PK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
trophies PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
trophies RU 0 0 0 5 5 2 2 4 14 5 37 
trophies SE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0  
trophies SG 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0  
trophies SI 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies SZ 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies US 3 3 3 2 1 0 0 11 7 1 31 
trophies ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 9 0 0  

Total  25 21 55 174 141 82 53 114 68 40 773 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus trophies, all sources, hunting trophy purpose, on 

06/06/2016. 
 

Table 23: International trade in leopards trophies for “personal” purposes from all 
sources: Exporting countries (range States in bold). 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 

trophies AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
trophies AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  
trophies AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies BH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
trophies BW 0 0 0 2 4 0 3 22 21 1 53 
trophies CF 0 0 13 16 19 18 10 8 1 0 85 
trophies DE 0 0 0 5 0 0 3 0 5 1  
trophies ET 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1  
trophies FR 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies GB 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies KE 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0  
trophies MX 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
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trophies MZ 4 0 1 12 2 4 2 6 1 6 38 
trophies NA 3 2 8 27 19 7 6 4 7 3 86 
trophies NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies NO 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 0  
trophies NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
trophies TZ 6 4 22 94 36 35 16 54 17 19 303 
trophies UG 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
trophies ZA 3 4 2 7 44 11 0 0 4 2 77 
trophies ZM 2 0 2 2 5 2 3 4 4 1  
trophies ZW 7 2 7 8 8 4 6 11 7 5 65 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus trophies, all sources, hunting trophy purpose, on 

06/06/2016. 
 

Table 24: International trade in leopards and their parts for “scientific” purposes from all 
sources 

 
Term Unit 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies 

 
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

bones 
 

0 0 0 257 0 0 0 0 0 0 257 
derivatives 

 
0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0 50 

hair kg 0.486 0 0 0.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.686 
hair  0 6 0 10 209 0 0 2 7 0 234 
live 

 
2 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 4 

skin pieces 
 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins 

 
0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 

specimens flasks 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
specimens g 0 300 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 36 352 
specimens kg 0 0.3 0 0 0 15 0 0 0 0 15.3 
specimens ml 0 5.5 0 0 0 6 0 60 1.5 0 73 
specimens  126 108 99 260 360 437 311 1384 140 1034 4259 

teeth g 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, scientific purpose, on 06/06/2016. 

 
Table 25: International trade in leopards and their parts for “scientific” purposes from all 

sources: Importing countries (range States in bold). 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
hair 

 
AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 

hair 
 

CH 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens ml CH 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
CH 0 100 46 30 0 0 0 0 6 3 

specimens g CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36 
bones 

 
DE 0 0 0 257 0 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens ml DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 0 0 
specimens 

 
DE 126 0 53 44 1 100 30 1233 0 901 

hair kg FR 0.486 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
teeth g FR 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0 
hair 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 209 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens flasks GB 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
GB 0 8 0 0 343 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

GT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
specimens ml IL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.5 0 
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live 
 

JO 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
hair kg JP 0 0 0 0.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
JP 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens g JP 0 300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens kg JP 0 0.3 0 0 0 15 0 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

KR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
hair 

 
NL 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens 
 

NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
hair 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 

skin pieces 
 

US 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
US 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens g US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 
specimens ml US 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
US 0 0 0 186 0 286 281 150 39 0 

specimens 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 51 0 0 0 0 
specimens ml ZA 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 0 95 130 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, scientific purpose, on 06/06/2016. 
 

Table 26: International trade in leopards and their parts for “scientific” purposes from all 
sources: Exporting countries (range States in bold). 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
live 

 
AE 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens 
 

AE 0 0 35 5 0 0 20 0 2 0 
bodies 

 
BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

hair 
 

BW 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens ml BW 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
BW 0 4 11 25 16 0 0 0 60 0 

specimens 
 

CF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 3 
specimens 

 
CH 125 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

hair kg DJ 0.486 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
teeth g DJ 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens 
 

DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 
specimens 

 
GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 0 

specimens 
 

GQ 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 
live 

 
ID 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens ml KE 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.5 0 
specimens 

 
KE 0 0 0 0 0 51 0 0 0 0 

specimens kg KH 0 0 0 0 0 15 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
LR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

live 
 

MX 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
specimens ml NA 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 60 0 0 
specimens 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 1233 34 1030 

skin pieces 
 

NL 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
NL 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 

hair kg RU 0 0 0 0.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens g RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36 
specimens 

 
RU 0 0 0 186 343 286 286 0 0 0 

specimens flasks SG 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
SN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 

hair 
 

TZ 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
UG 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

hair 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
specimens g US 0 300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens kg US 0 0.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
US 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0 
hair 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 209 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 149 0 0 
bones 

 
ZM 0 0 0 257 0 0 0 0 0 0 

hair 
 

ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 
specimens g ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 
specimens 

 
ZM 0 104 53 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, scientific purpose, on 06/06/2016. 
 

Table 26: International trade in leopards and their parts for “breeding in captivity” 
purposes from all sources: Exporting countries (range States in bold). 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live AE 0 0 0 1 0 5 0 1 0 0 7 
live BE 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 4 0 6 
live CA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 4 
live DE 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 3 
live FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
live GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
live ID 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
live ML 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live SZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live UA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live YE 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 
live ZA 1 2 2 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 8 

Total            43 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, breeding in captivity purpose, on 

06/06/2016. 
 

Table 27: International trade in leopards and their parts for “breeding in captivity” 
purposes from all sources: Importing countries. 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live AE 2 3 8 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 16 
live AM 0 0 0 0 1 5 0 0 0 0 6 
live BH 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
live EG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
live GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 4 
live GM 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live JP 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
live PK 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
live SA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 
live SY 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live TH 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 
live ZA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, breeding in captivity purpose, on 

06/06/2016. 
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Table 28: International trade in leopards and their parts for “educational” purposes from 
all sources: Exporting countries. 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies BW 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies ZA 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 4 1 0 9 
bodies ZW 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

derivatives DK 0 0 635 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 635 
derivatives SL 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 

leather 
products 
(small) AE 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

1 

live CY 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 
live GT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

skins AE 0 1 1 1 3 1 0 0 0 0 7 
skins CH 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins TZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins US 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 
skulls GB 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls TN 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls TZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls ZA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 3 

specimens AE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
specimens TH 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
specimens ZA 4 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 1 9 
specimens ZW 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 

teeth SY 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 12 
trophies ZA 2 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 2 0 9 
trophies ZW 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 4 

Total            712 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, breeding in educational purpose, on 

06/06/2016. 
 

Table 29: International trade in leopards and their parts for “law 
enforcement/judicial/forensic” purposes from all sources: Exporting countries. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
skin 

pieces 
 

GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 
skins kg GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.19 0 0 
skins 

 
GB 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

NL 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
SZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 

specimens 
 

SZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, law enforcement/judicial/forensic 

purpose, on 06/06/2016. 
 

Table 29: International trade in leopards and their parts for “medical” purposes from all 
sources: Exporting countries. 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 

specimens AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
specimens BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 0 0 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, medical purpose, on 06/06/2016. 
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Table 30: International trade in leopards and their parts for “reintroduction or 
introduction into the wild” purposes from all sources: Exporting countries. 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
live TM 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
live ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 0 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, reintroduction or introduction into the 
wild purpose, on 06/06/2016. 

 
Table 31: International trade in leopards and their parts for “personal” purposes from all 

sources. 
 

Term Unit 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  3 0 3 2 5 0 4 3 4 2 26 
bone 

pieces  0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2 

bones  0 0 2 40 2 0 0 0 6 0 50 
carvings  1 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 5 

claws  0 0 2 1 2 6 20 0 0 1 32 
derivatives kg 0 0 0.04 0.062 2.9562 11.35 0 0 0 0 14.4082 
derivatives g 0 0 0 0 120 2315 0 0 0 0 2435 
derivatives  1091 1386 1588.5 1096 1256 666 1392 0 0 1 8476.5 
garments  1 0 2 0 1 4 0 1 2 1 12 

hair  0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 3 
hair 

products  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1 

leather 
products 
(large)  0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 

3 

leather 
products 
(small)  3 1 2 1 0 4 1 2 1 0 

15 

live  3 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 7 
medicine kg 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.45 1.45 
medicine  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 123 30 54 207 

plates  2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
shoes  0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 

skin pieces kg 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 10 
skin pieces  5 0 1 8 1 1 1 4 3 1 25 

skins kg 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.9 1.9 
skins  24 34 27 22 16 12 10 25 11 10 191 
skulls kg 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.65 0.65 
skulls  10 1 11 3 6 6 7 2 3 3 52 

specimens  2 0 0 0 0 1 0 5 1 0 9 
tails  0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
teeth  0 0 9 0 1 9 3 0 0 1 23 

trophies  25 21 55 174 141 82 53 114 68 40 773 
unspecified  1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Total #  1171 1443 1706.5 1349 1439 794 1493 281 130 114 9920.5 
Total g  0 0 0 0 120 2315 0 0 0 0 2435 

Total kg  0 0 0.04 0.062 12.9562 11.35 0 0 0 4 28.4082 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, personal purpose, on 06/06/2016. 

 
 



34 

 

Table 32: International trade in leopards and their parts for “personal” purposes from all 
sources: Exporting countries. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
bodies 

 
BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

bodies 
 

CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 
bodies 

 
CH 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 

bodies 
 

FR 3 0 1 0 0 0 3 1 0 1 
bodies 

 
NA 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
bodies 

 
US 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 1 0 
bone 

pieces 
 

ZA 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
bones 

 
CN 0 0 2 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 

bones 
 

NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
bones 

 
TZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 

bones 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
carvings 

 
JE 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

carvings 
 

NZ 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
carvings 

 
ZA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

claws 
 

CR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
claws 

 
FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 

claws 
 

KH 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
claws 

 
NP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

claws 
 

US 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
claws 

 
VN 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 

claws 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
AU 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

CA 0 61 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
CI 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives g CN 0 0 0 0 120 2200 0 0 0 0 
derivatives kg CN 0 0 0.04 0.026 2.9562 11.35 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
CN 1019 1166 1344.5 858 1241 632 1392 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

DE 0 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
GB 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

HK 0 30 5 65 6 25 0 0 0 0 
derivatives kg ID 0 0 0 0.036 0 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
ID 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

JP 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
KH 0 0 49 24 0 7 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

KR 15 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
LA 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives g MY 0 0 0 0 0 115 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
MY 0 0 0 13 2 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

NG 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
PH 0 13 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

PT 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
SG 0 0 0 62 2 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

TH 0 0 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
TW 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
derivatives 

 
VN 16 37 60 20 3 0 0 0 0 0 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
derivatives 

 
XX 41 50 114 26 0 1 0 0 0 0 

garments 
 

AT 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
garments 

 
CA 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 0 

garments 
 

DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
garments 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

garments 
 

MX 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
garments 

 
ZA 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 

hair 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
hair 

 
KH 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 

hair 
products 

 
NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

leather 
products 
(large) 

 
CA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

leather 
products 
(large) 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

leather 
products 
(large) 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
AU 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
GB 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
GH 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
LR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
SD 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
ZA 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

live 
 

BE 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
SD 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

UA 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 

medicine kg CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.45 
medicine 

 
CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 123 29 6 

medicine 
 

HK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 48 
plates 

 
CH 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

plates 
 

IN 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
shoes 

 
SD 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skin pieces 
 

CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skin pieces 

 
CN 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
skin pieces kg FR 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 

skin pieces 
 

GH 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
LA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skin pieces 
 

NG 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
NI 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skin pieces 
 

NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
PH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

skin pieces 
 

SA 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
TH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

skin pieces 
 

TW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
ZA 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 1 2 0 

skins 
 

AE 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 

skins kg BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.9 
skins 

 
CA 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 1 2 0 

skins 
 

CD 1 0 0 3 1 0 0 5 0 0 
skins 

 
CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

skins 
 

CI 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
CM 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

CY 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
DE 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

FR 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 
skins 

 
GB 3 4 4 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 

skins 
 

GH 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
HK 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

IE 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
IR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

KE 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
LR 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

ML 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
MW 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 

skins 
 

MZ 0 1 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
NA 2 8 12 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 

skins 
 

NG 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 
skins 

 
NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skins 
 

NO 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 
skins 

 
NP 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

NZ 0 4 0 6 1 2 0 4 0 0 
skins 

 
PT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

skins 
 

SA 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
SD 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

skins 
 

SG 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
SZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 

skins 
 

TZ 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins 

 
UY 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

XX 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
ZA 0 5 2 3 0 5 2 0 4 4 

skins 
 

ZM 2 2 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
ZW 2 2 2 1 2 0 0 10 2 1 

skulls 
 

AE 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
AT 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
skulls 

 
CA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

CG 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
CH 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

FR 0 0 0 0 1 2 5 1 0 0 
skulls 

 
MX 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

NA 1 0 8 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
skulls 

 
NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 

skulls 
 

TZ 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls kg ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.65 
skulls 

 
ZA 0 1 0 0 3 1 2 0 1 1 

skulls 
 

ZM 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
ZW 2 0 2 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 

specimens 
 

AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 
specimens 

 
CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 

specimens 
 

TZ 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

specimens 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
specimens 

 
ZW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

tails 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
teeth 

 
FR 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 

teeth 
 

KE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
teeth 

 
NA 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

teeth 
 

NG 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 
teeth 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

teeth 
 

VN 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 
teeth 

 
ZW 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
trophies 

 
BH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

trophies 
 

BW 0 0 0 2 4 0 3 22 21 1 
trophies 

 
CF 0 0 13 16 19 18 10 8 1 0 

trophies 
 

DE 0 0 0 5 0 0 3 0 5 1 
trophies 

 
ET 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies 
 

FR 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
GB 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

trophies 
 

KE 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
MX 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

MZ 4 0 1 12 2 4 2 6 1 6 
trophies 

 
NA 3 2 8 27 19 7 6 4 7 3 

trophies 
 

NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
trophies 

 
NO 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 

trophies 
 

NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies 

 
TZ 6 4 22 94 36 35 16 54 17 19 

trophies 
 

UG 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

ZA 3 4 2 7 44 11 0 0 4 2 
trophies 

 
ZM 2 0 2 2 5 2 3 4 4 1 

trophies 
 

ZW 7 2 7 8 8 4 6 11 7 5 
unspecified 

 
LA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, personal purpose, on 06/06/2016. 
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Table 33: International trade in leopards and their parts for “personal” purposes from all 
sources: Importing countries. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
bodies 

 
CA 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

bodies 
 

CH 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies 

 
CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

bodies 
 

DE 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
bodies 

 
FR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 
bodies 

 
IS 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

LB 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
bodies 

 
MA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 
bodies 

 
NZ 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
bodies 

 
RU 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

US 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 
bone 

pieces 
 

US 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
bones 

 
NZ 0 0 2 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 

bones 
 

SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
bones 

 
US 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 4 0 

carvings 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
carvings 

 
US 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

carvings 
 

XX 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
claws 

 
CA 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

claws 
 

CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 
claws 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 

claws 
 

NZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
claws 

 
US 0 0 0 1 1 2 2 0 0 1 

derivatives g NZ 0 0 0 0 120 1815 0 0 0 0 
derivatives g US 0 0 0 0 0 500 0 0 0 0 
derivatives kg NZ 0 0 0.04 0.062 0.6262 11.35 0 0 0 0 
derivatives kg US 0 0 0 0 2.33 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
CA 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
derivatives 

 
NZ 0 0 454.5 745 817 427 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

US 1091 1386 1134 349 439 239 1392 0 0 0 
garments 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

garments 
 

IT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
garments 

 
NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

garments 
 

NZ 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
garments 

 
US 0 0 2 0 1 3 0 0 1 1 

hair 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 
hair 

products 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
leather products 

(large) NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
leather products 

(large) PH 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
leather products 

(large) US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
leather products AU 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
(small) 

leather products 
(small) NZ 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

leather products 
(small) RU 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

leather products 
(small) US 0 0 0 1 0 4 1 2 0 0 

live 
 

AE 2 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
SA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

medicine kg US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.45 
medicine 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 123 30 54 

plates 
 

US 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
shoes 

 
US 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skin pieces kg US 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
GR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

skin pieces 
 

NZ 0 0 0 6 1 0 0 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
US 5 0 1 2 0 1 0 4 3 1 

skins kg AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.9 
skins 

 
AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 0 0 

skins 
 

AR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
AT 4 14 15 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

skins 
 

AU 3 10 2 5 1 6 0 1 0 0 
skins 

 
BE 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

CA 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins 

 
CG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skins 
 

CH 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 3 1 0 
skins 

 
CN 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 2 

skins 
 

DE 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 0 
skins 

 
DK 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

FR 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 2 2 
skins 

 
GB 0 0 0 2 4 1 1 0 0 0 

skins 
 

IN 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
IT 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

LK 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
MA 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 

skins 
 

NC 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 

skins 
 

NL 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 
skins 

 
NZ 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

PF 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
PT 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
skins 

 
SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

skins 
 

SZ 0 2 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
TR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

US 4 5 2 6 2 3 2 6 3 1 
skins 

 
XX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skins 
 

ZA 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
skulls kg BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.65 
skulls 

 
AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

AT 3 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
AU 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
skulls 

 
BS 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

CA 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls 

 
CH 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
FI 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

FR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls 

 
LB 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 

skulls 
 

MA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
NA 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
NZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 

skulls 
 

SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
skulls 

 
US 1 0 0 1 1 2 0 1 0 0 

skulls 
 

ZA 5 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
CN 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

specimens 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 0 
specimens 

 
KW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
tails 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

teeth 
 

AT 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
teeth 

 
NZ 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

teeth 
 

SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
teeth 

 
US 0 0 0 0 1 9 3 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

AE 4 7 5 0 0 4 0 1 2 0 
trophies 

 
AT 3 2 6 12 4 1 2 0 2 2 

trophies 
 

AU 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies 

 
BG 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

BH 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
BS 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

CA 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 
trophies 

 
CH 0 0 0 2 0 0 20 0 1 0 

trophies 
 

CL 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 

trophies 
 

CR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
CS 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

DE 4 0 3 0 3 3 0 1 0 0 
trophies 

 
EC 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

EE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 11 0 

trophies 
 

FI 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
FR 0 0 34 141 75 62 16 75 28 27 

trophies 
 

GB 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
IM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies 
 

IS 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 

trophies 
 

LB 0 0 1 3 2 2 2 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
LI 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

MA 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 0 0 1 
trophies 

 
MX 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 

trophies 
 

NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
trophies 

 
NL 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

NZ 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
PH 0 0 0 0 41 5 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

PK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

trophies 
 

QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
RU 0 0 0 5 5 2 2 4 14 5 

trophies 
 

SE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 
trophies 

 
SG 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 

trophies 
 

SI 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
SZ 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

US 3 3 3 2 1 0 0 11 7 1 
trophies 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 9 0 0 

unspecified 
 

US 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, personal purpose, on 06/06/2016. 

 
Table 34: International trade in leopards and their parts for “circus and travelling 

exhibition” purposes from all sources: Exporting countries. 
 

Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Totals 
bodies BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 3 
bodies ZW 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
claws NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 8 

garments US 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
leather 

products 
(small) AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

1 

live BW 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 
live BY 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
live CH 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live DE 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 4 
live FR 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live GE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
live GT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
live HU 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
live JP 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live KG 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 1 1 0 7 
live LB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
live LV 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
live MX 0 0 0 6 0 9 1 0 0 7 23 
live NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
live RO 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 11 
live RU 1 0 2 0 3 6 15 0 0 1 28 
live TH 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live TR 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 5 1 0 7 
live UA 0 2 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 5 
live US 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live UZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
live XX 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 

skin pieces BR 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skin pieces DE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skins AT 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
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skins CH 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins DE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins RU 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins TW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

specimens NA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
specimens RU 0 0 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 

teeth FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 5 
trophies CH 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Total            168 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, circus and travelling exhibition 

purpose, on 06/06/2016. 
 

Table 35: International trade in leopards and their parts for “zoo” purposes from all 
sources: Exporting countries. 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live BE 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 6 
live CH 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 5 
live CN 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
live CZ 1 0 2 2 1 1 0 1 4 0 12 
live DE 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 4 0 0 8 
live DK 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 3 7 
live EE 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 0 5 
live ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 
live FR 0 0 2 6 0 1 1 2 2 1 15 
live GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 
live GB 0 2 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 6 
live GT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
live HU 2 3 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 8 
live ID 1 0 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 0 6 
live IN 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live IR 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
live IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
live JO 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
live KR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
live KZ 0 2 3 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 7 
live MC 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
live MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
live NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 12 
live PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
live PT 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 2 0 0 5 
live RS 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 2 5 
live RU 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live SD 1 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 
live SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
live SG 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live SI 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live SK 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live TH 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live TN 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live UA 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 3 
live US 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
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Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live XX 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 3 
live ZA 0 0 0 3 2 3 0 1 3 6 18 

trophies ZA 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Total            182 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, zoo purpose, on 06/06/2016. 
 

Table 36. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Botswana, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 
sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  CN 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
claws  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 16 
hair  CH 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 
live  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 

skins  CH 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  GB 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 5 
skins  ZA 0 2 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 5 
skulls  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 0 0 5 
skulls  FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 5 
skulls  GB 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
skulls  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 11 6 0 18 
skulls  ZA 0 1 0 0 1 0 15 9 1 0 27 

specimens ml CH 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 
specimens  CH 0 4 11 25 0 0 0 27 0 0 67 
specimens  ZA 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 0 60 0 76 
trophies kg FR 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
trophies  AE 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  DE 4 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 7 
trophies  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
trophies  ES 6 3 3 6 1 4 3 1 11 0 38 
trophies  FR 3 1 1 2 4 0 0 0 5 1 17 
trophies  GB 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  HU 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 4 0 6 
trophies  IT 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 5 
trophies  MX 3 4 6 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 16 
trophies  RO 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  RU 1 0 0 3 1 1 2 2 0 0 10 
trophies  SA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SE 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 4 
trophies  US 21 35 35 33 28 15 1 13 8 2 191 
trophies  ZA 13 4 5 11 2 13 12 12 1 0 73 
bodies 
total   0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

claws 
total   0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 16 

hair total   0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 
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live total   0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 
skins total   0 2 2 0 3 0 3 6 0 0 16 

skulls 
total   0 1 0 0 2 0 21 22 13 1 60 

specimens 
total   0 4 11 25 16 0 0 27 60 0 143 

specimens 
total ml  0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 

trophies 
total   54 48 53 60 39 34 19 30 33 3 373 

trophies 
total kg  0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 

Grand 
Total no  108 146 168 220 162 76 134 312 358 10 1084 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Botswana, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 37. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Cameroon, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 

sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  DE 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Cameroon, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 38. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Central African Republic, 2005-2014, all 

purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bones  DE 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
bones  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
claws  DE 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 0 0 18 
claws  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 18 
skins  FR 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
skulls  FR 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
skulls  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 

specimens  CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 3 9 
trophies  AT 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 0 1 0 6 
trophies  AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  BE 2 1 0 1 0 2 0 1 0 0 7 
trophies  CH 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
trophies  CO 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  DE 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 4 
trophies  DK 0 0 1 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 6 
trophies  ES 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 
trophies  FI 0 0 0 0 22 0 0 0 0 0 22 
trophies  FR 31 19 22 27 34 44 10 12 1 0 200 
trophies  HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  IT 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  LU 0 0 0 0 0 4 3 0 0 0 7 
trophies  MA 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  MX 1 2 1 2 0 0 0 5 0 0 11 
trophies  NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
trophies  RU 0 1 2 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 7 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies  SE 1 0 0 0 22 4 0 0 0 0 27 
trophies  US 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  ZA 0 0 0 0 6 2 0 1 1 0 10 

Bones total   0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 4 
Claws total   0 0 0 0 18 0 18 0 0 0 36 
Skins total   1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 4 
Skulls total   0 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 4 
Specimens 

total   0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 3 9 

Trophies 
total   37 28 28 33 90 66 17 23 4 0 326 

Grand Total   38 28 29 33 110 70 39 23 10 3 383 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Central African Republic, all sources, all 

purposes, on 03/23/2016. 
 

Table 39. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Congo, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  GB 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skulls  US 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Grand 
Total 

  
0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Congo, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 40. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Côte d’Ivoire, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 

sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
derivatives  US 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 

skin 
pieces  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 

skins  FR 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
teeth  US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 

Grand 
Total 

  

2 5 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 10 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Côte d’Ivoire, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 41. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from the Democratic Republic of the Congo, 2005-
2014, all purposes and all sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 5 
skins  BE 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  CH 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  GB 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  US 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  XX 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Grand 
Total 

  
1 0 0 3 2 1 0 5 0 0 12 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from the Democratic Republic of the Congo, all 
sources, all purposes, on 03/23/2016. 

 
Table 42. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Ethiopia, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  CA 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 
skins  NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skins  TZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  CA 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 
skulls  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

trophies  AE 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  BH 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  DE 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 
trophies  DK 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  FR 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 4 
trophies  IT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  MX 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 3 
trophies  TZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  ZA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Skins 
Total 

  
0 0 0 0 3 0 1 1 0 1 6 

Skulls 
Total 

  
0 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 4 

Trophies 
Total 

  
3 6 0 2 1 2 1 0 1 2 18 

Grand 
Total 

  
3 6 0 2 7 2 2 2 1 3 28 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Ethiopia, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 43. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Gabon, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live  TN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 8 
skin 

pieces  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 5 

skins  HU 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
specimens  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 0 20 

Grand 
Total 

  

2 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 24 4 35 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Gabon, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 44. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Ghana, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
leather 

products 
(small)  US 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skin 
pieces  US 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skins  US 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Grand 
Total 

  

1 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Ghana, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 45. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Kenya, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  AU 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  XX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 

specimens ml IL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.5 0 1.5 
specimens ml ZA 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.5 
specimens  IL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
specimens  US 0 0 0 0 0 51 0 0 0 0 51 

teeth  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
trophies  AU 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 2 

Skins 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 2 4 

Specimens 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 0 51 0 1 0 0 52 

Specimens 
Total ml 

 

0 0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.5 0 2 

Teeth 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

Trophies 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 2 

Grand 
Total no 

 

0 0 0 0 2 51 3 1 0 2 59 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Kenya, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 46. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Liberia, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
leather 

products 
(small)  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

skins  US 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
specimens  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

Grand 
Total 

  

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 3 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Liberia, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 47. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Malawi, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  LK 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
Grand 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 3 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Malawi, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 48. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Mali, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live  GM 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skins  US 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Grand 
Total 

  0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
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Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Mali, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 49. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Mozambique, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 

sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

skeletons  ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skin 

pieces 
 DE 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skin 
pieces 

 ZA 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 4 0 0 6 

skins  AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins  CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skins  CH 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 6 
skins  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 5 
skins  ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 1 5 1 14 
skins  FR 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 8 1 1 13 
skins  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 2 0 0 6 
skins  HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  IS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 4 
skins  IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 
skins  MZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 4 
skins  NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
skins  NO 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  PT 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 4 2 0 10 
skins  RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  SZ 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 
skins  US 0 0 0 0 0 1 34 48 22 0 105 
skins  XX 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  ZA 0 5 0 0 9 3 6 17 22 0 62 
skins  ZW 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 3 5 0 11 
skulls  AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 
skulls  CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skulls  CH 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 6 
skulls  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 5 
skulls  ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 2 5 1 16 
skulls  FR 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 8 1 1 13 
skulls  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 8 
skulls  HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  IS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 4 
skulls  IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 
skulls  MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 
skulls  NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 4 
skulls  NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
skulls  NO 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 3 
skulls  PT 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5 2 0 10 
skulls  RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  US 0 0 0 0 3 1 37 41 23 0 105 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skulls  XX 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  ZA 0 5 0 0 0 3 8 19 28 8 71 
skulls  ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 5 0 10 

trophies  AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  BG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
trophies  DE 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 1 3 8 
trophies  DK 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  ES 15 11 8 4 10 5 2 7 0 3 65 
trophies  FR 0 3 2 14 4 4 2 6 2 5 42 
trophies  GB 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 3 
trophies  HU 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  IS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
trophies  LT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
trophies  LU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
trophies  MX 2 8 12 6 1 0 0 1 1 1 32 
trophies  NA 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3 
trophies  NO 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 3 
trophies  PL 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 
trophies  PT 6 7 6 4 8 4 2 3 2 1 43 
trophies  RU 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 3 
trophies  SZ 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
trophies  US 6 4 14 15 21 16 7 18 12 20 133 
trophies  XX 15 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 2 20 
trophies  ZA 21 19 13 6 9 9 9 19 11 8 124 
trophies  ZW 5 4 3 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 16 
Bodies 
Total 

  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

Skeletons 
Total 

  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

Skin 
Pieces 
Total 

  
0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 8 

Skins 
Total 

  2 6 1 0 13 7 70 92 62 4 257 

Skulls 
Total 

  1 5 0 0 4 7 76 92 70 13 268 

Trophies 
Total 

  76 58 59 52 56 49 23 59 31 49 512 

Grand 
Total 

  79 69 60 52 77 63 170 247 163 67 1047 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Mozambique, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 50. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Namibia, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  AT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  CA 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 5 
bodies  DE 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 
bodies  ES 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  GB 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 4 
bodies  IS 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  IT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  NL 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
bodies  RU 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 3 
bodies  UA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  US 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 
bones  CA 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 4 
bones  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 
bones  SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
bones  US 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 5 
claws  US 0 26 0 0 0 4 0 0 18 0 48 
hair  NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
live  CU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 12 

skin pieces  CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  AT 5 8 12 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 27 
skins  CA 2 4 0 1 6 1 3 2 0 0 19 
skins  CH 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  DE 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 1 0 5 
skins  ES 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  FR 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
skins  GB 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 3 
skins  RU 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 3 
skins  SE 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 3 
skins  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skins  US 0 1 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 5 
skins  ZA 0 5 0 0 1 1 4 0 0 0 11 
skulls  AT 4 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 
skulls  CA 2 4 0 1 7 1 4 2 0 1 22 
skulls  CH 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skulls  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
skulls  DK 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  GB 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
skulls  NL 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 
skulls  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
skulls  SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skulls  US 0 2 1 0 3 2 0 1 0 1 10 
skulls  ZA 0 5 0 0 0 1 4 0 2 1 13 

specimens ml DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 0 0 60 
specimens ml US 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 6 
specimens  DE 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 1233 0 900 2233 
specimens  TH 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
specimens  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
specimens  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35 130 165 

teeth  AT 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
teeth  DE 31 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31 
teeth  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 0 0 0 27 
teeth  SE 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 0 18 

trophies  AR 0 0 0 1 4 1 1 1 1 3 12 
trophies  AT 12 19 8 15 14 2 3 4 11 6 94 
trophies  BE 2 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 5 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies  BG 4 3 3 2 1 3 1 3 0 0 20 
trophies  BR 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  CA 1 3 0 1 5 3 3 3 1 6 26 
trophies  CH 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 7 
trophies  CR 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  CS 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  CZ 4 3 2 3 1 0 1 1 2 3 20 
trophies  DE 38 43 29 28 43 17 3 23 16 19 259 
trophies  DK 3 4 3 3 7 4 29 0 1 1 55 
trophies  EE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  EG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  ES 5 8 14 12 15 4 3 4 0 4 69 
trophies  FI 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 3 1 3 12 
trophies  FR 18 2 2 18 18 7 6 4 7 2 84 
trophies  GB 1 2 2 2 0 2 0 1 1 0 11 
trophies  HR 1 2 3 3 4 1 1 0 0 0 15 
trophies  HU 0 0 5 4 6 2 0 1 2 1 21 
trophies  IT 0 1 1 2 5 4 0 2 1 0 16 
trophies  LT 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 4 
trophies  LU 1 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 5 
trophies  LV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 4 
trophies  MX 1 6 6 4 7 0 2 2 9 4 41 
trophies  NA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  NL 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 4 
trophies  NO 0 1 0 2 3 1 1 0 1 0 9 
trophies  NZ 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 
trophies  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
trophies  PL 5 4 4 5 5 2 1 1 2 2 31 
trophies  PT 4 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 8 
trophies  RO 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  RS 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  RU 0 1 2 8 11 10 6 6 3 8 55 
trophies  SE 0 2 5 3 3 0 0 2 0 1 16 
trophies  SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
trophies  SI 1 2 2 2 4 1 0 2 0 0 14 
trophies  SK 1 2 1 2 3 1 2 1 2 1 16 
trophies  SL 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 5 
trophies  SZ 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  UA 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 
trophies  US 51 71 71 87 157 76 30 40 29 33 645 
trophies  VG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  XX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  ZA 7 8 12 9 18 8 6 4 5 1 78 
trophies  ZW 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  AT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
trophies  US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
Bodies 
Total 

  0 0 1 2 1 13 3 1 0 4 25 

Bones 
Total 

  0 0 0 0 4 0 2 0 2 6 14 

Claws 
Total 

  0 26 0 0 0 4 0 0 18 0 48 

Hair Total   0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
Live Total   0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 12 

Skin 
Pieces 
Total 

  
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

Skins 
Total 

  7 18 13 1 14 8 14 5 2 1 83 

Skulls 
Total 

  6 12 9 2 14 6 8 7 4 4 72 

Specimens 
Total 

  0 0 0 0 0 101 0 1233 36 1030 2400 

Specimens 
Total 

ml  0 0 0 0 0 6 0 60 0 0 66 

Teeth 
Total 

  31 0 8 0 0 18 27 0 0 0 84 

Trophies 
Total 

  168 197 181 226 344 155 103 111 100 105 1690 

Grand 
Total 

no  212 253 212 231 377 305 158 1363 168 1151 4430 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Namibia, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 51. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Nigeria, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
derivatives  US 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 

hair 
products 

 US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

skin 
pieces 

 US 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 3 

skins  HU 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  US 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 5 
teeth  US 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 8 
Skins 
Total 

  1 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 6 

Grand 
Total 

  1 3 3 0 1 10 0 2 1 0 21 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Nigeria, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 52. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Senegal, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 

specimens  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 18 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Senegal, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 53. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Sierra Leone, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 
sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 

derivatives  DK 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Sierra Leone, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
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Table 54. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from South Africa, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 
sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  CA 0 0 0 1 1 0 4 2 1 2 11 
bodies  CN 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 1 0 7 
bodies  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
bodies  DK 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
bodies  ES 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 2 
bodies  FR 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
bodies  GB 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 4 
bodies  KW 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  MX 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  NA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  NZ 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 3 
bodies  PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
bodies  US 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 4 0 0 8 
bone 

pieces 
 US 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

bones  CA 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
bones  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
bones  DK 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 0 0 0 6 
bones  MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 0 0 5 
bones  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
bones  US 0 0 0 0 2 4 29 5 2 4 46 

carvings  US 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
claws  GB 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 
claws  NZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
claws  US 0 44 18 2 36 8 26 18 18 0 170 

derivatives  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0 50 
derivatives  LV 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
derivatives  MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
derivatives  US 0 0 0 0 20 2 0 0 0 0 22 

feet  US 0 0 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 
garments  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
garments  IT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
garments  NZ 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
garments  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

hair  GB 0 0 0 0 209 0 0 0 0 0 209 
leather 

products 
(large) 

 PH 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 AU 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 PT 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 US 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

live  AE 2 2 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 8 
live  BE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live  CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live  EG 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 2 1 2 12 
live  ES 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
live  GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 4 0 10 
live  JP 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 4 
live  MW 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 0 12 
live  PK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
live  SA 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live  TH 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 
live  UG 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

skin pieces  NZ 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 
skin pieces  US 0 0 0 54 0 0 0 1 2 0 57 

skins  AT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins  AU 2 3 0 1 0 3 1 0 0 0 10 
skins  BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  BR 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  CA 1 5 0 6 4 0 0 2 0 1 19 
skins  CG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
skins  CH 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  CR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 5 
skins  DE 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 5 1 0 8 
skins  DK 0 0 0 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 4 
skins  EE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  ES 0 3 0 0 0 11 12 3 0 0 29 
skins  FI 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
skins  FR 2 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 8 
skins  GB 2 0 0 0 2 1 1 0 0 1 7 
skins  IT 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  MX 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 6 
skins  MZ 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 
skins  NL 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  NO 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 0 0 4 
skins  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins  PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  PT 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 4 
skins  RU 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 2 0 5 
skins  SE 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skins  SZ 0 2 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 6 
skins  TZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  US 0 27 0 0 2 40 52 37 3 2 163 
skulls kg BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.65 0.65 
skulls  AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 4 
skulls  AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 4 
skulls  AU 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 3 
skulls  BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 
skulls  BR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  CA 1 2 0 4 5 0 4 4 1 2 23 
skulls  CN 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  CO 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 3 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skulls  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 5 
skulls  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 6 1 0 8 
skulls  DK 0 0 0 1 1 4 3 0 0 2 11 
skulls  EE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  ES 0 4 1 0 1 13 15 3 0 2 39 
skulls  FI 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 0 4 
skulls  FR 1 0 0 0 2 4 3 0 2 6 18 
skulls  GB 0 1 0 1 2 3 2 2 0 0 11 
skulls  HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skulls  IT 0 0 0 0 1 1 4 3 2 1 12 
skulls  MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  MX 0 2 0 0 1 4 7 0 0 0 14 
skulls  MZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 3 
skulls  NA 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 
skulls  NO 0 0 0 0 1 2 4 0 0 1 8 
skulls  NZ 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 4 
skulls  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  PH 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 0 5 
skulls  PK 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 0 4 
skulls  PT 0 0 0 0 3 6 7 0 0 0 16 
skulls  QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 4 8 
skulls  RU 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 6 11 
skulls  SE 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 2 1 7 
skulls  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skulls  TZ 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 5 
skulls  UA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  US 0 43 2 0 16 50 74 45 11 37 278 
skulls  ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

specimens  CN 4 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 1 9 
specimens  NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
specimens  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 150 0 0 150 

tails  GB 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
teeth  BR 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
teeth  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 

trophies  AE 0 1 1 0 1 0 7 0 0 1 11 
trophies  AR 0 0 3 0 1 0 2 1 4 1 12 
trophies  AT 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 
trophies  AU 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3 
trophies  BE 3 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 0 1 8 
trophies  BR 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 5 
trophies  BW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  CA 1 0 1 4 1 0 2 2 6 4 21 
trophies  CH 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 3 
trophies  CL 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  CN 2 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 2 0 9 
trophies  CO 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 4 
trophies  CR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
trophies  CZ 1 0 0 2 1 1 3 2 0 0 10 
trophies  DE 2 1 1 0 2 0 4 7 5 3 25 
trophies  DK 0 0 3 2 5 7 3 1 1 1 23 
trophies  EE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 
trophies  ES 9 6 5 8 11 11 4 2 2 5 63 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies  FI 1 0 0 0 1 2 2 0 1 1 8 
trophies  FR 3 6 1 7 1 6 3 2 4 2 35 
trophies  GB 1 1 2 4 3 2 2 2 0 2 19 
trophies  GT 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 3 
trophies  ID 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
trophies  IE 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  IS 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 4 
trophies  IT 1 0 1 1 4 2 6 3 2 1 21 
trophies  KW 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  LB 1 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 5 
trophies  LT 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 1 5 
trophies  LV 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
trophies  MX 2 4 3 11 3 9 7 6 2 6 53 
trophies  MZ 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 3 
trophies  NA 1 4 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 8 
trophies  NC 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  NL 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 
trophies  NO 0 1 0 1 0 0 4 2 2 1 11 
trophies  NP 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  NZ 1 0 0 0 2 4 1 2 0 0 10 
trophies  PH 1 0 0 1 38 4 2 0 0 0 46 
trophies  PK 2 1 1 0 1 0 1 3 0 0 9 
trophies  PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 5 
trophies  PT 0 1 2 1 6 2 7 0 0 0 19 
trophies  QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 2 0 6 
trophies  RO 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  RS 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 3 
trophies  RU 4 0 1 0 2 2 5 9 4 18 45 
trophies  SA 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SE 0 3 1 0 0 3 2 0 2 0 11 
trophies  SI 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SK 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 4 
trophies  SV 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  TZ 1 1 1 1 1 4 0 0 0 0 9 
trophies  UA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  US 68 85 76 98 89 74 53 69 64 53 729 
trophies  ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
trophies  ZW 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 
Bodies 
Total 

  1 0 0 2 9 6 9 13 3 2 44 

Bone 
Pieces 
Total 

  0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

Bones 
Total 

  0 1 0 2 2 8 35 8 2 5 63 

Carvings 
Total 

  1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Claws 
Total 

  0 44 18 2 37 12 26 18 18 0 175 

Derivatives   0 0 0 0 20 6 50 0 0 0 76 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
Total 

Feet Total   0 0 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 
Garments 

Total 
  1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 3 

Hair Total   0 0 0 0 209 0 0 0 0 0 209 
Leather 
Products 
(large) 
Total 

  0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Leather 
Products 
(small) 
Total 

  0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 

Live Total   2 2 2 5 3 11 11 11 5 6 56 
Skin 

Pieces 
Total 

  0 0 0 60 0 0 0 1 2 0 63 

Skins Total   9 42 2 10 13 70 85 53 8 7 290 
Skulls 
Total 

  3 54 3 6 37 103 145 75 27 69 519 

Skulls 
Total 

kg  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.65 0.65 

Specimens 
Total 

  4 0 0 1 1 2 0 151 0 1 156 

Tails Total   0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
Teeth 
Total 

  0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 8 

Trophies 
Total 

  115 119 113 148 185 145 129 129 112 109 1189 

Grand 
Total 

no  136 268 138 268 517 365 490 460 178 204 3024 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from South Africa, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 55. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Sudan, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
leather 

products 
(small) 

 US 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 

live  SA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live  SY 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
live  ZA 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

shoes  US 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
skins  AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Live 
Total 

  2 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 

Grand 
Total 

  2 3 6 0 0 4 1 0 0 0 16 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Sudan, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 56. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Swaziland, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 

sources. 



58 

 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live  ZA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skins  CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
skins  ZA 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 2 0 0 9 

specimens  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
Skins 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 7 0 0 4 0 0 11 

Grand 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 8 0 0 6 0 0 14 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Swaziland, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 57. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Togo, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  ES 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Togo, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 58. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from the United Republic of Tanzania, 2005-2014, all 

purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 3 
bodies  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
bodies  RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
bones  IT 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
bones  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 8 0 10 
bones  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
feet  BR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
hair  NL 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 
live  NI 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

skin pieces  AT 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  AR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  AT 0 3 1 0 3 4 0 0 1 0 12 
skins  AU 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 3 
skins  BE 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 3 
skins  BG 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  BR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  CA 8 3 0 1 8 1 1 5 0 0 27 
skins  CH 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 4 
skins  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  DE 0 0 0 0 4 1 3 3 3 0 14 
skins  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 
skins  ES 0 0 0 0 16 14 3 3 1 0 37 
skins  FR 1 1 0 0 28 20 11 10 6 2 79 
skins  GB 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 5 
skins  HU 0 0 0 0 8 0 2 0 3 0 13 
skins  IT 0 0 0 0 5 5 2 2 0 0 14 
skins  JM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
skins  MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  MX 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 2 0 5 
skins  NL 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins  PL 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  RU 0 0 0 0 6 4 4 1 2 0 17 
skins  SB 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  US 0 0 0 0 41 40 10 47 14 3 155 
skins  ZA 0 15 0 0 9 11 12 5 3 0 55 
skins  ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  AR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  AT 0 0 1 0 3 4 0 0 1 0 9 
skulls  AU 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 3 
skulls  BE 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 3 
skulls  BG 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  BR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  CA 5 3 0 1 7 1 1 3 0 0 21 
skulls  CH 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 4 
skulls  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  DE 0 0 0 0 4 1 3 3 3 0 14 
skulls  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  ES 0 0 0 0 16 14 3 3 1 0 37 
skulls  FR 0 1 0 0 28 22 11 10 5 1 78 
skulls  GB 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 3 
skulls  HU 0 0 0 0 8 0 2 0 3 0 13 
skulls  IT 0 0 0 0 5 5 2 1 0 0 13 
skulls  JM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
skulls  MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  MX 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 2 0 5 
skulls  NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skulls  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  PL 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skulls  RU 0 0 0 0 6 4 4 1 2 0 17 
skulls  SB 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  US 1 0 1 0 41 40 10 43 14 1 151 
skulls  ZA 0 15 0 0 9 15 11 6 6 4 66 
skulls  ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  CA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

specimens  KW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
tails  FR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies  AE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 3 
trophies  AR 0 2 2 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 7 
trophies  AT 0 2 4 1 3 3 4 6 1 4 28 
trophies  BE 3 3 5 7 9 3 0 0 0 0 30 
trophies  BG 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 5 
trophies  BR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  BY 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  CA 4 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 9 
trophies  CH 2 0 8 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 
trophies  CN 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 4 
trophies  CZ 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 5 
trophies  DE 11 8 7 5 11 7 8 6 3 7 73 
trophies  DK 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 0 0 1 10 
trophies  ES 27 40 40 19 16 20 11 4 6 6 189 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies  FI 2 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 6 
trophies  FR 102 30 28 106 37 32 16 53 16 19 439 
trophies  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
trophies  HR 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 6 
trophies  HU 0 0 0 4 9 4 8 6 5 7 43 
trophies  IE 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  IT 14 8 8 7 7 7 8 9 6 5 79 
trophies  JM 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  LT 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  LU 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 6 
trophies  LV 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 4 
trophies  MX 20 26 22 27 21 16 15 7 14 13 181 
trophies  NL 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 
trophies  NO 1 3 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
trophies  PL 0 1 0 1 2 0 1 0 0 0 5 
trophies  PT 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  RO 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 5 
trophies  RS 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 3 
trophies  RU 1 3 7 8 12 10 8 9 0 4 62 
trophies  SE 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  TR 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  US 137 149 107 173 134 84 59 98 80 97 1118 
trophies  ZA 7 19 13 17 8 6 0 4 12 10 96 
trophies  ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
Bodies 
Total 

  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 5 

Bones 
Total 

  0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 8 0 13 

Feet Total   0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
Hair Total   0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 
Live Total   0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Skin Pieces 

Total 
  0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Skins Total   11 25 1 1 135 108 56 79 39 7 462 
Skulls 
Total 

  6 19 2 1 135 114 54 73 41 7 452 

Specimens 
Total 

  1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Tails Total   0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
Trophies 

Total 
  342 305 261 386 280 201 141 210 148 181 2455 

Grand 
Total 

  360 352 264 398 550 427 254 364 239 195 3403 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from the United Republic of Tanzania, all 
sources, all purposes, on 03/23/2016. 

 
Table 59. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Zambia, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
bones  DE 0 0 0 257 0 0 0 0 0 0 257 
bones  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
hair  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 7 
skins  CA 2 3 0 0 4 1 2 0 0 0 12 
skins  ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
skins  GB 0 1 0 2 3 1 0 1 1 0 9 
skins  LU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins  SZ 0 0 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
skins  US 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  ZA 0 4 0 0 0 3 8 3 0 0 18 
skulls  BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  CA 0 1 0 0 4 1 2 0 0 0 8 
skulls  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  GB 0 1 0 2 1 1 0 1 1 0 7 
skulls  IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
skulls  LU 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
skulls  MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 
skulls  US 1 1 0 0 0 0 6 0 1 0 9 
skulls  ZA 0 4 0 0 0 5 8 4 1 1 23 

specimens g US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 16 
specimens  CH 0 96 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 96 
specimens  DE 0 0 53 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 97 
specimens  GB 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
trophies  AT 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 6 1 1 11 
trophies  AU 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 
trophies  BE 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 2 1 0 7 
trophies  BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
trophies  CA 2 1 0 0 3 14 2 0 1 0 23 
trophies  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 3 
trophies  DE 0 0 0 1 4 6 6 4 2 0 23 
trophies  DK 0 0 1 1 0 0 6 2 1 0 11 
trophies  ES 4 2 4 8 6 2 6 3 3 0 38 
trophies  FI 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  FR 3 2 0 4 5 2 2 4 3 0 25 
trophies  GB 2 2 2 3 2 1 1 2 0 0 15 
trophies  HU 0 0 1 2 3 4 3 6 0 0 19 
trophies  IT 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 1 2 1 10 
trophies  JM 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  LT 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  LV 0 4 3 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 12 
trophies  MX 1 0 0 3 7 6 11 11 1 0 40 
trophies  NO 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
trophies  PK 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 
trophies  PT 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  RU 1 0 3 5 1 0 0 3 0 0 13 
trophies  SE 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 4 0 6 
trophies  SI 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  SK 0 0 0 3 2 0 3 2 0 0 10 
trophies  SL 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SZ 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  UA 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  US 54 46 39 48 42 48 36 112 39 2 466 
trophies  ZA 7 6 6 7 9 4 6 7 3 0 55 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies  ZW 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
trophies  PK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Bodies 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

Bones 
Total 

 
 0 0 0 257 0 1 0 0 0 0 258 

Hair Total 
  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 7 

Skins Total 
  4 8 3 6 7 5 13 4 2 0 52 

Skulls 
Total 

 
 1 7 0 2 5 7 25 5 4 1 57 

Specimens 
Total 

  
0 104 53 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 201 

Specimens 
Total g 

 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 16 

Trophies 
Total 

  
75 64 71 94 91 94 91 165 63 5 813 

Grand Total 
  

80 183 127 403 103 107 130 174 76 6 1389 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Zambia, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 

 
Table 60. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Zimbabwe, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 

sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  CA 0 0 0 2 4 0 0 0 0 0 6 
bodies  GB 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  HK 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  KR 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
bodies  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
bones  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 2 7 
bones  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 
claws  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 5 
claws  MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 18 0 36 
claws  US 0 0 0 0 8 0 1 20 0 0 29 

derivatives  AT 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
feet  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 

leather 
products 
(large)  US 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 

live  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 
skeletons  FR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skin pieces  NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skin pieces  US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 4 

skins kg IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 
skins  AT 2 3 2 0 0 0 3 3 2 0 15 
skins  BG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  BR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
skins  CA 0 9 0 9 7 7 4 3 3 1 43 
skins  CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  CN 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4 0 6 
skins  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 5 4 0 14 
skins  DK 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 1 0 4 
skins  ES 0 0 0 0 2 1 7 5 1 0 16 
skins  FI 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  FR 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 5 4 0 12 
skins  GB 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 2 3 0 10 
skins  HK 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  HN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins  HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 4 
skins  IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 4 
skins  LT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 
skins  MX 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3 1 1 6 
skins  NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 6 
skins  NZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 
skins  PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
skins  PT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  RO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 0 1 7 
skins  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
skins  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
skins  US 0 0 0 0 3 2 55 128 68 6 262 
skins  YU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins  ZA 0 20 0 0 1 9 8 12 2 3 55 
skulls kg IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 
skulls  AT 2 0 2 0 0 0 3 3 2 0 12 
skulls  BE 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
skulls  BG 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 2 
skulls  BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
skulls  CA 0 9 0 19 12 9 4 2 3 1 59 
skulls  CH 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 2 
skulls  CL 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4 0 6 
skulls  DE 0 0 0 0 1 0 6 6 4 0 17 
skulls  DK 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 1 0 4 
skulls  ES 0 0 0 0 3 1 8 5 2 0 19 
skulls  FI 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
skulls  FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 8 5 0 15 
skulls  GB 0 0 0 0 3 1 2 2 2 1 11 
skulls  HK 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  HN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 4 
skulls  IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 4 
skulls  LT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 
skulls  MU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 1 5 
skulls  NO 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 
skulls  NZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 3 
skulls  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
skulls  PT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skulls  RO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 0 1 7 
skulls  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 3 
skulls  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
skulls  US 0 3 1 7 9 5 58 134 74 9 300 
skulls  YU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  ZA 0 22 0 1 1 9 8 11 6 3 61 

specimens  CN 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 
tails  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 10 
teeth  CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 8 
teeth  NZ 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies  AR 1 2 2 0 1 0 1 7 0 0 14 
trophies  AT 4 6 2 4 3 1 4 2 1 2 29 
trophies  AU 0 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 
trophies  BE 1 2 2 2 1 3 1 0 1 0 13 
trophies  BG 0 1 4 1 0 1 2 1 0 2 12 
trophies  BR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
trophies  CA 9 10 2 8 4 4 1 5 3 2 48 
trophies  CH 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 2 6 
trophies  CL 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  CN 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 1 1 0 5 
trophies  CR 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  CZ 3 3 0 0 2 1 3 1 4 0 17 
trophies  DE 9 12 4 4 5 5 8 8 8 4 67 
trophies  DK 3 3 2 3 10 6 4 3 0 1 35 
trophies  EE 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 
trophies  ES 25 20 26 18 13 8 10 8 6 4 138 
trophies  FI 2 2 1 2 1 2 3 1 0 1 15 
trophies  FR 30 9 8 8 5 2 2 10 7 5 86 
trophies  GB 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 2 2 2 13 
trophies  HR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  HU 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 1 6 
trophies  IT 4 2 4 7 4 3 6 3 1 0 34 
trophies  LT 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 5 
trophies  LU 0 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 
trophies  LV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 
trophies  MU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  MX 8 15 2 4 6 13 8 5 5 5 71 
trophies  NO 1 0 1 2 1 3 0 1 0 0 9 
trophies  NZ 1 0 0 0 2 2 1 0 1 0 7 
trophies  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  PH 0 0 0 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 5 
trophies  PK 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  PL 0 5 4 2 1 3 6 2 1 4 28 
trophies  PT 2 3 1 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 10 
trophies  QA 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  RO 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 3 
trophies  RS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
trophies  RU 5 1 3 6 7 6 4 10 0 1 43 
trophies  SA 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
trophies  SE 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 1 2 2 12 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies  SG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SI 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SK 2 0 1 3 0 1 0 0 1 1 9 
trophies  SL 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
trophies  UA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 4 
trophies  US 185 156 178 143 180 143 126 132 129 117 1489 
trophies  XX 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  ZA 30 19 23 24 28 6 11 8 10 11 170 
trophies  ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
Bodies 
Total 

  

3 0 1 2 5 0 0 1 0 0 12 

Bones 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 1 2 11 

Claws 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 8 0 1 38 23 0 70 

Derivatives 
Total 

  

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Feet Total 
  

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 
Leather 
Products 
(large) 
Total 

  

0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 

Live Total 
  

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 
Skeletons 

Total 
  

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Skin 
Pieces 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 5 

Skins Total 
  2 34 2 11 18 21 95 192 101 14 490 

Skins Total kg 
 

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Skulls 
Total  

 

2 34 3 28 33 30 101 199 112 18 560 

Skulls 
Total kg 

 

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

Specimens 
Total 

 
 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 

Tails Total 
  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 10 

Teeth 
Total 

 
 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 9 

Trophies 
Total 

 
 333 285 277 253 281 220 204 220 192 177 2442 

Grand 
Total 

  

342 361 285 294 345 274 401 667 434 226 3629 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Zimbabwe, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 61: Imports of Panthera pardus into Austria, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 
 

Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies H W AT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins H W AT 3 0 0 0 3 4 4 3 4 0 21 

trophies H W AT 17 26 9 10 17 10 11 18 13 10 141 
trophies H W AT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
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Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins P O AT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins P W AT 4 14 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 33 

trophies P W AT 0 1 6 12 4 1 1 0 2 4 31 
skins Q O AT 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

bodies total 
   

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins total 

   
7 14 15 0 4 4 4 3 5 0 56 

trophies total 
   

17 27 15 22 21 11 13 18 15 14 173 
Grand Total 

   
24 41 30 22 25 16 17 21 20 14 230 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into Austria by individual sources and purposes, 
on 03/16/2016. 

 
Table 62: Imports of Panthera pardus into Canada, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 

 
Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies E W CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
skins E W CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

trophies H C CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
bodies H W CA 0 0 0 6 8 0 6 2 1 4 27 
skins H W CA 11 22 0 18 32 10 10 11 3 2 119 

trophies H W CA 16 17 3 15 16 22 9 10 8 13 129 
trophies H F CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
trophies P I CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

skins P O CA 0 0 0 2 1 0 1 1 0 1 6 
bodies P W CA 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 3 
skins P W CA 2 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 6 

trophies P W CA 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 6 
bodies T O CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins T W CA 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live Z C CA 0 1 2 1 0 1 0 1 2 2 10 

bodies total 
   

0 1 2 7 9 1 6 5 1 5 33 
live total 

   
0 1 2 1 0 1 0 1 2 2 10 

skins total 
   

15 24 0 20 34 10 11 13 3 4 134 
trophies total 

   
34 43 3 51 69 22 32 33 21 34 141 

Grand Total 
   

34 42 5 43 60 33 26 30 18 26 318 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into Canada by individual sources and purposes, 

on 03/17/2016. 
 

Table 63: Imports of Panthera pardus into France, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 
 

Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies H W FR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins H W FR 2 1 1 0 28 25 19 23 11 0 110 

trophies H W FR 188 74 33 47 52 44 10 11 10 4 473 
skins P O FR 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 5 

bodies P W FR 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins P W FR 2 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 2 2 9 

trophies P W FR 4 2 33 138 60 51 32 76 33 30 459 
live Q C FR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 6 
live Z C FR 0 1 3 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 7 

bodies total    0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 
live total    0 3 3 1 0 2 0 0 0 4 13 

skins total    7 1 1 1 29 26 20 24 13 2 124 
trophies total    192 76 66 185 112 95 42 87 43 34 932 
Grand Total    199 80 70 187 144 123 62 111 56 40 1,072 
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Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into France by individual sources and purposes, 
on 03/17/2016. 

 
Table 64: Imports of Panthera pardus into Germany, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 

 
Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live B C DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 

bodies H W DE 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins H W DE 0 0 0 0 5 2 12 15 8 0 42 

trophies H W DE 62 66 30 41 60 34 30 46 38 36 443 
bodies P O DE 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins P O DE 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 

trophies P O DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
bodies P W DE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins P W DE 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 3 

trophies P W DE 4 1 3 0 4 3 2 1 0 0 18 
live Q C DE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies Q O DE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins T O DE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins T U DE 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
skins T W DE 0 0 7 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 8 
live Z C DE 0 0 2 0 3 0 0 2 0 0 7 

bodies total    0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 
live total    0 1 2 0 3 0 2 2 0 0 10 

skins total    1 1 14 0 5 4 14 15 9 0 63 
trophies total    66 67 33 42 64 37 32 48 38 36 463 
Grand Total 

   
67 69 50 43 72 42 48 65 47 36 539 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into Germany by individual sources and 
purposes, on 03/17/2016. 

 
Table 65: Imports of Panthera pardus into Italy, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 

 
Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 

trophies H R IT 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies H W IT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins H W IT 0 0 0 0 5 5 4 3 2 0 19 

trophies H W IT 20 12 15 18 23 18 22 18 12 7 165 
skins P O IT 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies P W IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 
skins Q O IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
live Z C IT 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

bodies total 
   

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
live total 

   
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skins total 
   

0 0 0 1 5 5 4 4 2 0 21 
trophies total 

   
20 12 15 19 23 18 22 18 15 7 169 

Grand Total 
   

20 12 15 20 29 24 26 22 17 7 192 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into Italy by individual sources and purposes, on 

03/17/2016. 
 

Table 66: Imports of Panthera pardus into Mexico, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 
 

Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies H C MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
trophies H F MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
trophies H I MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
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trophies H O MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 6 
bodies H W MX 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins H W MX 0 0 0 0 3 4 3 4 5 0 19 

trophies H W MX 39 68 50 57 49 46 38 48 30 29 454 
trophies H W MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
trophies P W MX 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 5 

live Q C MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 3 
trophies T W MX 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 

live Z C MX 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 
bodies total 

   
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

live total 
   

0 0 0 4 0 2 0 0 1 1 8 
skins total 

   
0 0 0 0 3 4 3 4 6 0 20 

trophies total 
   

40 68 52 60 56 48 45 49 34 29 481 
Grand Total 

   
40 68 52 64 59 54 48 53 41 30 510 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into Mexico by individual sources and purposes, 
on 03/17/2016. 

 
Table 67: Imports of Panthera pardus into Russia, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 

 
Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live B C RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 

bodies H W RU 0 0 3 0 0 2 1 1 0 1 8 
live H W RU 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 

skins H W RU 0 0 0 0 7 6 8 7 2 0 30 
trophies H W RU 15 8 20 29 36 35 23 51 15 31 263 

live N W RU 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4 
skins P C RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 

bodies P W RU 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies P W RU 0 0 0 5 5 2 2 4 14 5 37 

live Q U RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 
live Q W RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 

skins T O RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 
live Z C RU 0 5 3 3 0 0 2 2 6 3 24 
live Z F RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

bodies total 
   

0 0 3 0 1 2 1 1 0 1 9 
live total 

   
0 5 3 3 4 2 10 5 6 3 41 

skins total 
   

0 0 0 0 7 6 8 11 4 0 36 
trophies total 

   
15 8 20 34 41 37 25 55 29 36 300 

Grand Total 
   

15 13 26 37 53 47 44 72 39 40 386 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into Russia by individual sources and purposes, 

on 03/17/2016. 
 

Table 68: Imports of Panthera pardus into South Africa, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 
 

Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live B C ZA 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 1 0 0 5 
live B F ZA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live B F ZA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live B W ZA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live E C ZA 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 

trophies H C ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
trophies H F ZA 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies H R ZA 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skins H W ZA 0 51 0 0 22 28 41 38 27 0 207 
trophies H W ZA 87 74 73 76 80 43 40 46 43 25 587 
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Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins L W ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
skins P C ZA 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 
skins P O ZA 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 
skins P W ZA 6 1 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 10 

trophies P W ZA 2 0 0 0 1 0 4 12 1 0 20 
live Q C ZA 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 
live T C ZA 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 3 8 
live T W ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 

trophies T W ZA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 
live Z C ZA 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 2 2 2 9 
live Z W ZA 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

live total    1 2 2 4 6 4 4 4 4 5 36 
skins total    8 52 0 0 32 28 42 40 27 0 229 

trophies total    89 75 74 78 81 43 45 59 44 25 613 
Grand Total    98 129 76 82 119 75 91 103 75 30 878 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into South Africa by individual sources and 
purposes, on 03/17/2016. 

 
Table 69: Imports of Panthera pardus into Spain, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 

 
Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies H W ES 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 3 
skins H W ES 0 3 0 0 18 27 32 12 7 0 99 

trophies H W ES 90 91 100 76 72 53 39 29 18 20 588 
trophies P W ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 11 0 15 

live Q C ES 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
live T C ES 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

skins T W ES 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies total 

   
0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 3 

live total    0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 3 
skins total 

   
0 3 0 0 19 27 32 12 7 0 101 

trophies total 
   

90 91 100 76 72 53 42 30 29 20 602 
Grand Total 

   
90 94 100 76 91 84 75 43 36 20 709 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into Spain by individual sources and purposes, 
on 03/17/2016. 

 
Table 70: Imports of Panthera pardus into the United States of America, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 

 
Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 

trophies E W US 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies H C US 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 
trophies H I US 21 31 19 30 14 13 14 18 10 5 175 

skins H R US 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies H W US 1 0 0 0 0 6 1 4 0 0 12 
skins H W US 1 26 4 1 46 83 152 262 106 2 683 

trophies H W US 497 512 494 566 642 445 296 460 345 316 4,573 
trophies H W US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

skins L W US 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies P I US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 

skins P O US 1 2 0 1 0 2 1 6 1 1 15 
trophies P O US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

skins P U US 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
bodies P W US 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
skins P W US 4 2 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 11 
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Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies P W US 4 3 4 4 1 0 1 10 6 2 35 

live Q C US 0 0 0 1 1 2 2 0 1 0 7 
skins Q O US 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 
skins Q W US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins S U US 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
skins T I US 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 5 
skins T O US 3 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 6 
skins T U US 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies T U US 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins T W US 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 3 

trophies T W US 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 
live Z C US 0 0 0 6 3 0 1 1 3 3 17 
live Z F US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
live Z F US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

bodies total 
   

1 0 0 0 0 6 2 5 0 0 14 
live total 

   
0 0 0 7 4 2 3 3 4 3 26 

skins total 
   

13 35 7 15 48 87 154 269 110 3 741 
trophies total 

   
522 547 522 600 657 459 312 489 362 324 4,794 

Grand Total 
   

536 582 529 622 709 554 471 766 476 330 5,575 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into the United States of America by individual 

sources and purposes, on 03/17/2016. 
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January 30, 2017 

 

Janine Van Norman 

Chief, Branch of Foreign Species 

Endangered Species Program 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: ES 

Falls Church, VA 22041 

 

Re: Petitioners’ Comments on the Status Review for Panthera pardus 
(Docket No. FWS–HQ–ES–2016–0131) 

 

Dear Chief Van Norman, 

On July 25, 2016 a coalition of wildlife protection and conservation organizations – The Humane Society of 

the United States, Humane Society International, Center for Biological Diversity, International Fund for Animal 

Welfare, and the Fund for Animals (“Petitioners”) – petitioned the Secretary of the Interior and the U.S. Fish 

and Wildlife Service (“FWS” or “the Service”) to list all leopards of the species Panthera pardus as endangered 

under the Endangered Species Act (“ESA”, 16 U.S.C. §§ 1531 et seq.).  Petitioners applaud the Service for its 

positive 90-day finding and for initiating a status review to determine if African leopards living south of and 

including Gabon, Congo, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Uganda, and Kenya1 qualify as endangered. See 

                                                           
1 Petitioners note that the Federal Register notice initiating the status review (81 Fed. Reg. at 86317) incorrectly states that 
the range of the leopard is “Democratic Republic of the Congo, Gabon, Kenya, and Uganda” – however, as the Service is 
aware, the range of Panthera pardus extends beyond these four countries, across the African continent and into Asia. 
Petitioners urge the Service to focus its status review on leopards that are currently listed as threatened (i.e., those living 
south of or in Gabon, Congo, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Uganda, and Kenya), so that FWS can determine 
whether listing all leopards as endangered is warranted.  
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81 Fed. Reg. 86315 (Nov. 30, 2016); 50 C.F.R. § 17.11. Since Petitioners submitted their detailed petition just 

six months ago, even more scientific and commercial evidence has emerged demonstrating that listing all 

African leopards as endangered is warranted. Therefore, it is imperative that the Service proceed expeditiously 

to conclude its review of the species and commence a rulemaking to promote the conservation of leopards, as 

required by law. See 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(B) (providing that when the Service determines a petitioned action 

is warranted, it “shall promptly publish…a proposed regulation to implement such action…”). 

The Service is required to make such listing determinations “solely on the basis of the best scientific and 

commercial data available...” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). See also New Mexico Cattle Growers v. U.S. Fish & Wildlife 

Service, 248 F.3d 1277, 1284-85 (10th Cir. 2001) (quoting H.R. Rep. No. 97-567, pt. 1 at 29 (1982), “‘The addition 

of the word ‘solely’ is intended to remove from the process of listing or delisting of species any factor not 

related to the biological status of the species.’”); H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 835, 97th Cong. 2d Sess. 19-20 (1982) 

(the limitations on the factors the Service may consider in making listing decisions were intended to “ensure 

that decisions . . . pertaining to listing . . . are based solely upon biological criteria and to prevent nonbiological 

considerations from affecting such decisions.”); 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b) (the primary purpose of the ESA is to 

“provide a program for the conservation of such endangered species”); 16 U.S.C. § 1532(3) (the term 

“conservation” means “to use…all methods and procedures which are necessary to bring any endangered 

species or threatened species to the point at which the measures provided pursuant to this chapter are no longer 

necessary”).  

New Scientific and Commercial Evidence Supports Uplisting Sub-Saharan African Leopards 

The ESA requires the Secretary to list a subspecies as endangered if it is in danger of extinction in all or a 

significant portion of its range based on the following five factors: (1) the present or threatened destruction, 

modification, or curtailment of its habitat or range; (2) overutilization for commercial, recreational, scientific, 

or educational purposes; (3) disease or predation; (4) the inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms; and (5) 

“other natural or manmade factors affecting its continued existence.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(a)(1)(A-E). The Service 

is required to list a species if any one of these criteria is met.  Southwest Center for Biological Diversity v. Babbitt, 215 

F.3d 58, 60 (D.C. Cir. 2000)).   

As an initial matter, there is no question that Panthera pardus in Asia and North and West Africa are endangered. 

For example, one recent study of the population of leopards in Nigeria (Eniang et al. (2016)) characterizes the 

leopard in Nigeria as apparently very rare and having been driven to extinction across much of the country (as 

depicted in the range map from the International Union for Conservation of Nature (“IUCN”) below). In the 

Niger Delta, Eniang et al. found that the species is considered “extremely threatened” and may be “functionally 

extinct” (p. 1). Indeed, the authors found only six confirmed records of leopard in the Delta in the past 15 

years, and no records of females with cubs, leading them to conclude that only a few vagrant individuals occur 

there (which further calls into question the scientific underpinnings (i.e., Eaton (1977)) of the 1982 FWS leopard 

listing rule, which claimed that a “realistic estimate” for the number of leopard in Nigeria was 20,000, as noted 

in Petitioners’ petition (p. 44)). 
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In addition to the copious information included in our July 2016 Petition, the few studies released in recent 

months further demonstrate that listing all Panthera pardus as endangered is warranted. Indeed, Wolf and Ripple 

(2016) found that, globally, the leopard  is one of five large carnivores with the highest proportions of prey with 

decreasing population trends, with 56%,  of its prey base diminishing, indicating the importance of conserving 

prey to conserve leopards and revealing the dire plight of the species. 

Edwards et al. (2016) studied leopards on farmlands in Namibia and found very low leopard densities: 0.59 

leopards / 100 m2 in one study area and 0.9 / 100 m2 in a second area. These densities are even lower than the 

so-called “low” mean density of 1.2 leopards / 100 m2 found in a previous study of leopard density in Namibia 

(citing to Stein et al. 2011). They also compared leopard population size estimates from farmers to estimates 

derived from camera trap data and found that most farmers overestimated the number of leopards on their 

farmlands; the authors state that this result further calls into question the use of questionnaires to estimate 

population sized rather than field work (a concern that Petitioners’ raised with respect to the outdated 1982 

listing at issue here).  

In addition to being imperiled by habitat loss and modification, African leopards are endangered by 

overutilization for commercial and recreational purposes, which is exacerbated by inadequate regulatory 

mechanisms governing offtake and trade in leopard parts. For example, Rosenblatt et al. (2016) studied the 

leopard population of Zambia’s South Luangwa National Park using camera traps inside and outside of the 

park from 2012 to 2014. Human encroachment and bushmeat hunting of leopard prey occurred outside the 

park, and trophy hunting of leopards outside the park was allowed prior to 2012. The mean leopard density in 

the park (8.5 / 100 km2) was 67% higher than outside of the park (5.08 / 100 km2), demonstrating that depletion 

of prey is causing declining populations of leopards in unprotected areas in Zambia. The authors also warn that 
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with leopard trophy hunting resuming in Zambia in 2015, robust monitoring is needed in order to calculate the 

impact on density and distribution of leopard. 

Additionally, in South Africa, the Minister of Environmental Affairs determined in January 2017 (following the 

same decision in January 2016) that based on the review of available scientific information on the status of 

leopard populations (including the results of camera trap surveys) the country cannot sustainably allow 

recreational offtake of leopards without jeopardizing the continued existence of the population. See Department 

of Environmental Affairs, 

https://www.environment.gov.za/mediarelease/deaconfirmsextension_zeroquotaofleopardhunting (Jan. 16, 

2017).  

This South Africa non-detriment finding (“NDF”) establishes a zero quota for leopard hunting and 

acknowledges that poorly managed trophy hunting is a key threat to leopards in the country (p. 1) and that 

although South Africa has a CITES annual leopard export quota of 150, “the national and provincial quotas 

are therefore arbitrary, based on speculative population estimates” (p. 2). South Africa further found that, 

“Recent research suggests that trophy hunting may be unsustainable in Limpopo, KwaZulu-Natal and possibly 

North West” provinces (p. 2); this is said to be “due mainly to excessive quotas, clumping of hunting effort, 

poor trophy selection, and the additive effects of DCA [Damage Causing Animal] control combined with other 

forms of illegal off-take” (p. 2). The South African NDF “demonstrates that legal local and international trade 

in live animals and the export of hunting trophies at present poses a high risk to the survival of this species in 

South Africa (Figure 2A). This is mostly due to poor management of harvest practices and a lack of reliable 

monitoring of leopard populations” (p. 2).  

While South Africa has admitted that it cannot ensure that leopard trophy hunting is conducted in a non-

detrimental manner, FWS has simultaneously doubled down on its overly broad and unsupported authorization 

sanctioning leopard hunting in six African countries, which demonstrates that the existing U.S. regulatory 

mechanisms are inadequate to protect this species from extinction. 

Instead of complying with its longstanding commitment to only allow “very few” leopard trophies into the 

country (47 Fed. Reg. 4201, 4211 (January 28, 1982)), FWS has allowed on average more than one leopard per 

day to be imported into the U.S. for more than a decade (see table below).  While CITES trade data from 2015 

and 2016 is not yet available for U.S. imports or most major leopard exporting countries, according to the 2005-

2014 CITES data submitted in the petition, and bolstered by 2015 data from the FWS LEMIS database, 

hundreds of leopards continue to be imported into the U.S. every year. 

 

https://www.environment.gov.za/mediarelease/deaconfirmsextension_zeroquotaofleopardhunting
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Gross Imports into the US of Individual Leopards (bodies, live, skins, trophies), all sources, all 

purposes, 2005-2015.  

Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 Totals 

US 523 547 522 609 661 467 317 495 366 327 352* 5186 

             

Source: CITES-WCMC Trade Database, search on 11 January 2017 for gross imports of Panthera 

pardus, all sources, all purposes, filtered for bodies, live, skins, and trophies. * The 2015 data point 

was sourced from LEMIS data and, notably, only one of the 352 imports for that year was a live 

leopard. 

Following an inquiry from Petitioners in March 2016 regarding whether the Service was still relying on over 

thirty-year-old non-detriment findings to allow imports of leopard trophies, on April 14, 2016 FWS finalized 

an internal memorandum supporting the import of leopard trophies from Botswana,2 Mozambique, Namibia, 

Tanzania, Zambia, and Zimbabwe for calendar year 2016 (“2016 NDF”, attached).  However, as the Service 

does not publish applications for imports of threatened species in the Federal Register, it is unclear how many 

leopard trophies have been sought to be imported under this new authority (or whether FWS has yet made any 

determinations with respect to leopard trophy imports in 2017).  

                                                           
2 It is nonsensical that the Service included Botswana in its 2016 NDF for leopard trophy imports, as Botswana does not 
allow leopard trophy hunting and so the Service must not facilitate the import of an illegally taken leopard, which would 
violate the Lacey Act (16 U.S.C. § 3372). This is especially true given that the 2016 NDF does not include South Africa, 
explicitly because FWS acknowledged that South Africa issued a zero quota for leopard hunts in 2016.  
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What is clear is that the 2016 FWS NDF is not based on the best available science, as it precedes the publication 

of a seminal scientific paper (Jacobson et al. 2016) and the new IUCN Red List assessment for leopards (Stein 

et al. 2015), which, along with Petitioners’ July 2016 Petition, contain critical new scientific information 

demonstrating a precipitous deterioration of the status of the leopard over the past 15 years and identify poorly 

managed trophy hunting as a key threat to the survival of leopards.  

Firstly, as detailed in our petition, there is a large body of scientific work that has been conducted on leopards 

in the past decade, particularly the impact of trophy hunting on leopard populations, which the FWS has not 

fully evaluated in the 2016 NDF. Instead of relying on the 2016 IUCN Red List assessment from Stein et al., 

which classified the species Vulnerable, FWS instead cited to the old IUCN Red List assessment (Henschel et 

al. 2008) which listed the species as Near Threatened. This is arbitrary and capricious, as based on the 2016 

NDF, FWS appears to have previously had access to “preliminary data compiled by Brietenmoser et al. [a co-

author on Jacobson et al. (2016)]” (p. 2) and in the 2015 NDF for Mozambique acknowledged that threats to 

the survival of leopards “may be significant enough that the species could soon qualify for the [IUCN] category 

Vulnerable under criteria A4 (30% decline over a period of 30 years = three generations, including both past 

and future” (p. 2).  

Moreover, as to leopard population sizes, the 2016 NDF relies on the outdated and discredited 1988 report by 

Martin and de Meulenaer that provided wildly inflated leopard population size estimates. The 2016 NDF 

continues to perpetuate the claim included in previous NDFs that “the estimates by Martin and de Meulenaer 

(1988) represent the most practical and quantitative attempt to estimate potential cat numbers across a large 

geographical area” and that “more than 714,000 leopards occur in Africa” (p. 2). As discussed in our Petition, 

the information from Martin and de Meulenaer was gathered using questionable population models based on 

scant field data and is widely criticized as being unrealistic (Jacobson et al. (2016). Notably, while the 2015 

Mozambique NDF acknowledged that this information is been criticized, the 2016 NDF arbitrarily omits this 

cautionary tale and doubles down the Service’s reliance on outdated and unscientific information for leopard 

trophy imports. 

As evidenced in the 2016 NDF, the Service continues to ignore the best available science when authorizing the 

import of African leopard trophies, making the ESA special rule that waives the enhancement analysis for 

leopard trophy imports (50 C.F.R. § 17.40(f)) inadequate to protect the species as required by law. The 2016 

NDF claims that “the impact of trophy hunting on leopard populations is unclear” (p. 2), relying on two studies 

published in the past seven years – but the Service has failed to acknowledge the dozens of recently published 

papers demonstrating the detriment to leopard populations caused by trophy hunting, as documented in our 

petition. Further, FWS appears to have ignored the conclusions of the studies that it does claim to have relied 

on.  For example, Jacobson et al. (2016) states that “unsustainable legal trophy hunting” is a “major threat” to 

African leopards and that “it is possible, current levels of off-take are not set sustainably in any country that 

allows leopard hunting…” (p. 17-19). As further demonstrated in the 2016 IUCN Red List Assessment (Stein 

et al. 2016), “Evidence suggests that Leopard populations have been dramatically reduced due to … poorly 

managed trophy hunting….” 

As evidenced in our Petition, of the countries included in the 2016 NDF where leopard trophy hunting is 

allowed, there is significant cause for concern for the sustainability of such hunts: 

 Mozambique: leopard populations appear to be decreasing although they are poorly monitored and 

largely unknown (Stein et al. 2016), trophy hunting combined with illegal offtake has caused leopard 

population declines (Jorge 2012), there is illegal trophy hunting of females (Jorge 2012), and a high 
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percentage of leopards killed for trophies are under the recommended age of seven (Jorge 2012). Our 

petition (p. 56-59) provides a full analysis of the FWS NDF 2015 for Mozambique, indicating the FWS 

was in error in making a positive NDF for that country. 

 Namibia: although the population appears to be increasing and now numbers 13,356-22,706 according 

to Stein et al. (2011), poorly managed trophy hunting is a threat to the leopard in Namibia (Jacobson 

et al. 2016). 

 Tanzania: the leopard population is declining and has been reduced in Tanzania (Jacobson et al. 2016, 

Stein et al. 2016) driven, in part, by excessive offtake for trophy hunting (Packer et al. 2009, Jacobson 

et al. 2016). 

 Zambia: the leopard population appears to be decreasing (Stein et al. 2016), and trophy hunting has 

caused leopard population declines in Zambia (Packer et al. 2011). Zambia banned leopard hunting in 

2013 and 2014 (Stein et al. 2016) but reinstated it in 2015 and 2016 (Jacobson et al. 2016). 

 Zimbabwe: leopards exist in many conservation areas but no assessment of the national population 

exists (Jacobson et al. 2016). Populations are declining and leopards are disappearing in areas with high 

human impact and human-leopard conflict (Stein et al. 2016). Williams et al. (2016) extrapolated the 

results of a study of the impact of government land reform policies on the leopard population of Save 

Valley Conservancy to the remainder of the country, estimating Zimbabwe’s leopard population size 

to be 626 at minimum and 6,716 at maximum in 2008, a decrease of 69% and 58%, respectively, 

compared to minimum and maximum population estimates from 2000. The use of dogs to hunt 

leopards in Zimbabwe, and a declining number of leopards killed by trophy hunters in Zimbabwe and 

Zambia (suggesting less availability in spite of insatiable demand), also raise concerns about 

management of trophy hunting (Packer et al. 2011). Hunting leopards with dogs masks continued 

population declines because the dogs increase the ability of the hunter to locate and kill leopards 

(Packer et al. 2009). 

Instead of addressing these concerns, the 2016 NDF doubles down on the faulty CITES export quotas, while 

simultaneously revealing the inherent flaws in those quotas (2016 NDF, Table 3) – for example: 

 In 1983, the CITES Parties approved a leopard export quota of 80 for Botswana, even though 

Botswana did not submit a formal written proposal containing biological and management 

information; in 1987, the CITES Parties allowed Botswana to keep its export quota even though the 

country apparently exceeded its export quota by 19 leopards in 1985; in 1989, the CITES Parties 

increased Botswana’s export quota to 100 despite the fact that they had not complied with all relevant 

CITES requirements for export of leopards. 

 In 1989, the CITES Parties approved a leopard export quota of 50 for South Africa without any 

documentation; in 1992, the CITES Parties approved an increase in the leopard export quota for South 

Africa to 75 without any documentation; in 2004, the CITES Parties approved an increase in the 

leopard export quota for South Africa to 150, despite the fact that South Africa had exceeded its export 

quota during 1992-2002 (up to 96 exported versus 75 under the quota), and the lack of a population 

estimate. 

 In 1983, the CITES Parties approved a leopard export quota of 60 for Tanzania despite no formal 

(written) proposal; in 1985, the CITES Parties approved an increase in Tanzania’s leopard export quota 

to 250 based on a 2-page proposal that Tanzania stated contained no scientific data; in 2002, the CITES 

Parties approved an increase in Tanzania’s leopard export quota to 500 based on a 7-page “text” that 

again contained no quantitative data. 
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 In 1983, the CITES Parties approved a leopard export quota of 80 for Zambia that was based on a 4-

page document containing, according to FWS, “mostly general comments at the regional level; nothing 

substantive”; in 1985, the CITES Parties approved an increase in Zambia’s leopard export quota to 

300, based on a 3-page proposal that provided a leopard population figure of 47,000 (today, there are 

around 4,000 leopards in Zambia). 

 In 1983, the CITES Parties approved a leopard export quota of 80 for Zimbabwe based on a 4-page 

document containing, according to FWS, “mostly general comments at the regional level; nothing 

substantive;” in 1985, the CITES Parties approved an increase in Zimbabwe’s leopard export quota to 

350, based on a 5-page proposal; in 1987, the CITES Parties approved a further increase to Zimbabwe’s 

leopard export quota to 500, although Zimbabwe did not submit a formal (written) proposal but stated 

that their population numbered 12,000 (in 2008, there were an estimated 626-6,716 leopards in 

Zimbabwe). 

Notably, shortly after FWS issued the 2016 NDF, in September 2016, the CITES Conference of the Parties 

issued decisions pertaining to quotas for international trade in leopard hunting trophies. Specifically, Decision 

17.114 requires Parties to CITES with leopard trophy quotas established under CITES Res. Conf. 10.14 to 

review their quotas and share their determinations of whether such quotas are not detrimental to the survival 

of the species. As they currently stand, these CITES export quotas are inadequate to protect the continued 

existence of African leopards, mandating that the Service extend full ESA protections to all leopards in Africa. 

Conclusion 

On behalf of Petitioners and our over 42,000 members who have voiced their support for this uplisting, due 

to the increasingly robust scientific record about African leopard population decline due to loss of habitat, loss 

of prey, overutilization for commercial and recreational purposes, and the inadequacy of existing federal and 

international regulatory mechanisms, the Service must list all African leopards as endangered pursuant to the 

ESA, as the entire species is in “danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range.” 16 

U.S.C. § 1532(6).   

 

Respectfully, 

 

Anna Frostic 
Attorney for The Humane Society of the United States 
and The Fund for Animals 
 

 

Teresa M. Telecky, Ph.D. 
Director, Wildlife Department 
Humane Society International 
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Jeff Flocken 
North America Regional Director 
International Fund for Animal Welfare 
 

 

Sarah Uhlemann 
Center for Biological Diversity  
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NOTICE OF PETITION 
Pursuant to Section 4(b) of the Endangered Species Act (“ESA”), 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b), Section 
553(e) of the Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. § 553(e), and 50 C.F.R. § 424.14(a), 
petitioners, The International Fund for Animal Welfare, The Humane Society of the United 
States and Humane Society International, The Born Free Foundation/Born Free USA, Defenders 
of Wildlife, and The Fund for Animals hereby Petition the Secretary of the Interior to list the 
African lion (Panthera leo leo) as Endangered.1 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6), (16) (“The term 
‘endangered species’ means any species which is in danger of extinction throughout all or a 
significant portion of its range . . .”; “The term ‘species’ includes any subspecies of fish or 
wildlife . . .”).  
 
This Petition “presents substantial scientific [and] commercial information indicating that” the 
African lion subspecies is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its 
range. See 50 C.F.R. § 424.14(b)(1) (“substantial information” is “that amount of information 
that would lead a reasonable person to believe that the measure proposed in the Petition may be 
warranted”). Therefore, the Secretary of the Interior must make an initial finding “that the 
petitioned action may be warranted.” 16 U.S.C. §1533(b)(3)(A)(emphasis added) (The Secretary 
of the Interior must make this initial finding “[t]o the maximum extent practicable, within 90 
days after receiving the Petition”). Petitioners are confident that a status review of the 
subspecies, as required by 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(B), will support a finding that listing the 
African lion as Endangered is warranted.  
 
The African lion has suffered a major reduction in population size across the continent, and such 
decline is ongoing because threats to the subspecies continue unabated. The U.S. has the 
opportunity to assist in protecting the iconic African lion by listing the subspecies as 
Endangered. Listing of the entire subspecies as Endangered, would meaningfully contribute to 
African lion conservation. Such a Continent-wide listing would allow the U.S. to support all 
range countries in their efforts to protect lion habitat and eliminate threats to the subspecies. 
Further, because unsustainable take, and subsequent imports of lion derivatives into the U.S., 
contribute to endangerment throughout their range, importation of any African lion specimen 
deserves the level of scrutiny that an Endangered listing would provide, namely an analysis of 
whether the import would in fact enhance the propagation or survival of the subspecies or is for 
scientific purposes. The U.S. has the opportunity to assist in protecting the iconic African lion by 
listing the subspecies as Endangered.  
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
This Petition demonstrates that the African lion (Panthera leo leo) meets the statutory criteria for 
an Endangered listing under the ESA.  

The petitioners – The International Fund for Animal Welfare, The Humane Society of the United 
States and Humane Society International, The Born Free Foundation/Born Free USA, Defenders 
of Wildlife, and The Fund for Animals – submit this Petition to the Secretary of the Interior 
requesting formal protection for the African lion as Endangered under the ESA. The ESA 
considers a species (including subspecies) to be “Endangered” when it “is in danger of extinction 
throughout all or a significant portion of its range.” 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6). The Act requires the 
Secretary to determine within 90 days of receiving the Petition whether the Petition “presents 
substantial scientific or commercial information indicating that the petitioned action may be 
warranted.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(A). Such determination must be made solely on the basis of 
the “best scientific and commercial data available.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). Following a 
positive 90-day finding, the Secretary must, within one year of receipt of the Petition, complete a 
review of the status of the species and publish either a proposed listing rule or a determination 
that such listing is not warranted. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(B). Should a rule be proposed, the 
Secretary has an additional year to finalize regulations protecting the species. 16 U.S.C. § 
1533(b)(6)(A).  

When a foreign species is listed as Endangered, protection under the ESA occurs by, inter alia, 
prohibiting imports unless they enhance the propagation or survival of the species or are for 
scientific purposes. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). Furthermore, Section 8 of the ESA provides for 
“International Cooperation” in the conservation of foreign, listed species, and listing a foreign 
species heightens global awareness about the importance of conserving the species. 

This Petition describes the natural history and biology of the African lion and the current status 
and distribution of the subspecies; it clearly shows that its population size and range are in 
alarming and precipitous decline. The Petition reviews the threats to the continued existence of 
the African lion, including retaliatory killing due to attacks on livestock, loss of habitat and prey, 
and disease. The Petition also demonstrates how Americans engaging in unsustainable trophy 
hunting and international trade of African lions and their parts are significantly and negatively 
impacting the conservation status of the African lion. It then explains how existing laws and 
regulations are inadequate to address the numerous and interacting threats to the African lion 
today. Lastly, the Petition demonstrates how an Endangered listing of the African lion under the 
ESA will result in significant benefits to the subspecies.   

Status and Distribution 
 
In 2008, the International Union for the Conservation of Nature (IUCN) classified the African 
lion as Vulnerable with a declining population trend, which means it is considered to be facing a 
high risk of extinction in the wild (Bauer, Nowell, & Packer, 2008).  This classification is based 
on a suspected reduction in population of approximately 30 percent over the past two decades 
(Bauer, et al. 2008). However, African lion experts have now agreed that the population size is 
less than 40,000 with an estimated range of 23,000 to 39,000 (Bauer et al., 2008). The most 
quantitative estimate of the historic size of the African lion population resulted from a modeling 
exercise that predicted there were 75,800 African lions in 1980 (Bauer et al., 2008). Comparing 



 7 
 

the 1980 estimate of 75,800 to the 2002 estimate of 39,000 African lions yields a suspected 
decline of 48.5 percent over 22 years. Additionally, since 2002, several studied African lion 
populations are known to have declined or disappeared altogether (Henschel, et al., 2010).  
 
The African lion now occupies less than an estimated 4,500,000 km2, which is only 22 percent of 
the subspecies’ historic distribution (Bauer et al., 2008). The latest research suggests the African 
lion exists in 27 countries (Bauer et al., 2008; Henschel et al., 2010), down from 30 countries in 
2008, just 3 years ago (Bauer et al., 2008), illustrating that the status of the African lion 
continues to deteriorate.  
 
Populations of African lion that are both viable and exist in largely Protected Areas, occur in 
only about 5 percent of their currently occupied range and 1.1 percent of their historical 
continent-wide range. Thus, the African lion is endangered both across a significant portion 
(approximately 95 percent) of its current range and across a significant portion (approximately 
99 percent) of its historical range. 
 
Threatened Destruction, Modification, Curtailment of Habitat or Range 
 
Loss of habitat and corresponding loss of prey are serious threats to the survival of the African 
lion (Ray, Hunter, & Zigouris, 2005). These threats are principally driven by human activity, 
including conversion of lion habitat for agriculture and grazing as well as human settlement (Ray 
et al., 2005). Human population growth has been specifically identified as the root cause of many 
problems associated with the conservation of African lions because of increasing human 
settlement in lion habitat and associated agriculture and livestock production (IUCN SSC Cat 
Specialist Group, 2006a). It is therefore of concern that the human population of sub-Saharan 
Africa, which was 518 million in 1990, is predicted to rise to 1.75 billion people by 2050 (UN 
DESA, 2009).  
 
Other related threats to African lion habitat and prey include the bushmeat trade, civil unrest and 
desertification. The expanding human population has resulted in increased consumption of 
bushmeat which has severely reduced some lion prey species, causing conflict between African 
lions and humans competing for the same resources (Parliamentary Office of Science and 
Technology, 2005; IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b). Civil unrest within sub-Saharan 
Africa degrades otherwise suitable lion habitat through the overharvesting of wildlife and 
vegetation (Dudley, Ginsberg, Plumptre, Hart, & Campos, 2002). Lastly, land degradation 
through desertification is predicted to lead to the loss of two-thirds of arable land in Africa by 
2025 (Bied-Charreton, 2008), which will further increase competition between humans and 
African lions.  
 
Overutilization for Commercial, Recreational, or Scientific Purposes 
 
The African lion is clearly over-utilized. The original analysis presented in this Petition shows 
that between 1999 and 2008, 21,914 African lion specimens (lions, dead or alive, and their parts 
and derivatives), reported as being from a wild source, representing a minimum of 7,445 lions, 
were traded internationally for all purposes. Of this trade, the U.S. imported 13,484 lion 
specimens reported as being from a wild source (62 percent of the total), which is the equivalent 
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of at least 4,021 lions (54 percent of the total). The most common purposes of this international 
trade were scientific, recreational and commercial.  
 
Between 1999 and 2008, 7,090 lion specimens, reported as being from a wild source, were 
traded internationally for recreational trophy hunting purposes, representing a minimum of 5,663 
lions. Most of these specimens were imported to the U.S.: 4,139 specimens (58 percent of the 
total), representing a minimum of 3,600 lions (64 percent of the total). Despite the significant 
and continuing population and range declines that this subspecies has suffered and continues to 
suffer, the number of lion trophies, reported as being from a wild source and traded for hunting 
trophy purposes, imported to the U.S., is increasing. Of these trophies, the number imported into 
the U.S. in 2008 was larger than any other year in the decade studied and more than twice the 
number in 1999. 
 
From 1999 to 2008, 2,715 lion specimens, reported as being from a wild source, the equivalent 
of at least 1,043 lions, were traded internationally for commercial purposes (defined as “for the 
purpose of sale in the importing country.”) Of this trade, the U.S. imported 1,700 lion specimens 
(63 percent of the total), the equivalent of at least 362 lions (35 percent of the total). The most 
common lion specimens traded for commercial purposes were claws, trophies, skins, live 
animals, skulls and bodies. 
 
The aforementioned international trade figures include lion specimens reported as being from a 
wild source that were exported from South Africa. From 1999 to 2008, South Africa reported 
exporting a number of specimens equivalent to 2,862 wild source lions. Since the estimated 
number of wild lions in South Africa in 2002 ranged between 2,716 and 3,852 it seems highly 
unlikely that the aforementioned 2,862 South African lions involved were all wild source. 
Therefore, the South Africa trade data specifically must be treated with caution.  
 
Twenty African range States exported lions and lion parts reported as being wild source between 
1999 and 2008. A country-by-country examination of the number of African lions exported and 
reported as being from a wild source, and the status of the wild population in each country 
reveals that off-take was unsustainable in at least sixteen of these twenty range States. 
Specifically, the U.S. imported lion specimens from twelve range States where the reported data 
indicate that the off-take was unsustainable. Therefore, even setting aside the South African data, 
clearly the lion is overexploited for these purposes across sub-Saharan Africa.  
 
In addition to the direct killing of the targeted individual, trophy hunting can have further 
population impacts. For example, when males that are part of a pride are killed, all the pride’s 
cubs less than nine months of age will be killed by new dominant males (Whitman, Starfield, 
Quadling, & Packer, 2004). Listing the African lion as Endangered under the ESA would end 
imports of commercial and recreational lion trophies and all lion specimens into the U.S., unless 
they are found to enhance the survival or propagation of the species or are for scientific 
purposes. 16 U.S.C. §§ 1538(a)(1)(A), 1539(a)(1)(A). African lions are also killed for purposes 
that do not involve legal international trade. However, there are no comprehensive data on the 
levels or impact of these activities.  
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Disease or Predation  
 
Diseases such as canine distemper virus (CDV), feline immunodeficiency virus and bovine 
tuberculosis are viewed by experts as a threat to the African lion (Roelke et al., 2009; Cleaveland 
et al., 2007). Human population growth and expansion is exposing African lions to new diseases 
to which they may have little or no immunity (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b). For 
example, the CDV disease, normally associated with domesticated dogs, has affected lion 
populations (Cleaveland et al., 2007). 
 
Inadequacy of Existing Regulatory Mechanisms  
 
The African lion is listed on Appendix II of the Convention on the International Trade in 
Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES), which means that export permits should 
not be granted unless the export is determined not to be detrimental to the survival of the species 
in the wild. Nonetheless, this Petition demonstrates that lion specimens are routinely exported 
from countries across their range where lion off-take is detrimental to the survival of the 
subspecies. This means that the U.S. regularly allows imports of lion specimens accompanied by 
export permits issued by countries where lion off-take is unsustainable. This is a clear indication 
that CITES, as currently implemented, is inadequate to protect the African lion from 
unsustainable international trade. 
 
The country that imports the most wild source African lion specimens—the U.S.—has no 
meaningful protective measures for the subspecies, despite the evidence that imports are having a 
detrimental impact. An Endangered listing under the ESA would ensure that lion specimens 
could only be imported to the U.S. if the import enhances the survival or propagation of the 
species or is for scientific purposes.  
 
Conservation of the African lion could be potentially affected by several other international and 
African regional agreements, as well U.S. laws, but none of these adequately protect the 
subspecies from ongoing and rapid decline in population and range. Moreover, few range States 
appear to have adequate national regulatory mechanisms, or effective measures to implement and 
enforce such mechanisms should they exist, to address these declines. In summary, the threats to 
lions in Africa are exacerbated by insufficient regulatory mechanisms throughout their range 
(IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006a; IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b).  
 
Other Natural or Manmade Factors Affecting the Survival of the African Lion in the Wild 
 
The African lion is threatened by retaliatory killings, often associated with loss of prey, ritual 
killings, and compromised population viability due to increasingly small and isolated 
populations. Retaliatory killing, in particular, is a serious threat to the survival of the African lion 
(Chardonnet et al., 2010) and occurs in all major range States (Frank, Hemson, Kushnir, & 
Packer, 2006). When the African lion’s prey is reduced by human or natural means, lions 
increasingly prey on domestic livestock (Chardonnet et al., 2010). Livestock predation is the 
main source of conflict between people and lions and can induce extreme human retaliation 
(Chardonnet et al., 2010). African lions are easily killed for retaliatory purposes by various 
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means, but they are particularly vulnerable to poisons because of their scavenging nature (Hoare 
& Williamson, 2001; Baldus, 2004). 
 
Conclusion  
 
This Petition demonstrates that the African lion meets the criteria for listing as Endangered under 
the ESA and therefore the subspecies should be listed. The best scientific and commercial data 
available demonstrate that the population and range of the African lion have significantly 
decreased, and continue to decrease, and that the African lion is in danger of extinction 
throughout “all or a significant portion of its range” 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6).  The African lion faces 
serious threats due to over-exploitation by recreational trophy hunting and commercial trade, loss 
of habitat and prey species, retaliatory killings, disease and other human-caused and natural 
factors. The subspecies is not adequately protected by existing regulatory measures at national, 
regional or international levels. Listing the African lion as Endangered under the ESA would be 
a meaningful step toward reversing the decline of the subspecies by ensuring that the U.S. does 
not allow the importation of African lions or their parts unless it is to enhance the propagation or 
survival of the subspecies or is for scientific purposes, and by raising global awareness about the 
alarming and increasingly precarious status of the African lion.  
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I. INTRODUCTION 
 
Until very recently, conservation of the African lion (Panthera leo leo) was not identified as a 
matter of significant concern. The subspecies was considered abundant, healthy and wide-
ranging. Most lion populations were not closely monitored and, as a consequence, wildlife 
management authorities have overlooked their steady decline in the last few decades. Therefore, 
adequate conservation measures to address the primary threats to the subspecies—retaliatory 
killings resulting from human-lion conflict, habitat and prey loss, disease, and unsustainable take 
for international trade in lion trophies and lion parts—are lacking. Scientists and managers now 
acknowledge that the African lion population’s size and range have dramatically decreased. Over 
the past decade, scientists have begun to quantify lion population and range and to evaluate the 
causes of their decline. As detailed in this Petition, the results of these scientific endeavors are 
alarming. The U.S. has an important role to play in African lion conservation efforts, including 
granting the subspecies Endangered status under the ESA.  
 

II. STATUS AND DISTRIBUTION OF THE AFRICAN LION 

A. Status 
The International Union for the Conservation of Nature (IUCN) classifies the African lion as 
Vulnerable, which means it is considered to be facing a high risk of extinction in the wild (Bauer 
et al., 2008). This classification is based on a suspected reduction in population of approximately 
30 percent over the past two decades (Bauer et al., 2008). The population is continuing to decline 
(Bauer et al., 2008).  
 
African lion experts have agreed that the population size is less than 40,000 with an estimated 
range of 23,000 to 39,000 (Bauer et al., 2008). This is based on the results of two independent 
assessments: Bauer and Van Der Merwe (2004) estimated the African lion population to be 
23,000, with a range from 16,500 to 30,000; and Chardonnet (2002) who estimated the 
population to be about 39,000 with a range from 28,854 to 47,132. The two assessments used 
different methodologies and techniques which account for the divergent estimates. For example, 
Chardonnet (2002) used ecological boundaries when defining regions, whereas Bauer and Van 
Der Merwe (2004) used national borders. Additionally, it is important to note that there is no 
detailed knowledge of lion populations in some areas such as Ethiopia (Gebresenbet, Bauer, 
Hunter & Gebretensae, 2009) and the North Albertine Rift of Uganda and the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo (Treves, Plumptre, Hunter, & Ziwa, 2009).  
 
Lion populations in West Africa are classified by the IUCN as Regionally Endangered, meaning 
lions in this particular region are considered to be facing a very high risk of extinction in the wild 
(Bauer & Nowell, 2004). The population size in this region has been estimated to number 
between 850 (Bauer & Van Der Merwe, 2004) and 1,163 mature individuals (Chardonnet, 
2002). In Central Africa, population surveys carried out by Bauer and Van Der Merwe (2004) 
and Chardonnet (2002) indicate a range of between 950 and 2,815 individuals (IUCN SSC Cat 
Specialist Group, 2006b). A more recent study, conducted across West and Central Africa 
between 2006 and 2010, surveyed areas of known or probable lion range considered ecologically 
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important for African lion conservation known as Lion Conservation Units (LCUs) (Henschel et 
al., 2010). In this study, 12 of the 16 West African LCUs were surveyed, and only two showed 
evidence of the presence of lions. In Central Africa, 3 of the 11 identified LCUs were surveyed, 
and none of these suggested the presence of lions. The study authors state that as few as 1,000-
2,850 lions may remain in this part of the continent (Henschel et al., 2010). There are an 
estimated 11,000 to 15,744 lions in East Africa (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b) and 
10,000 to 19,651 lions in Southern Africa (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b), a 
substantial decrease from historic numbers.  
 
It is widely agreed that there is a downward trend in the number of lions in Africa (Bauer et al., 
2008). The most recent IUCN Red List analysis identifies the African lion population trend as 
‘decreasing’ with a suspected population reduction of at least 30 percent over the last 20 years 
(Bauer et al., 2008). 
 
It has been estimated that a million lions existed in Africa in pre-colonial times (Frank et al., 
2006). The most quantitative estimate of the recent historic size of the African lion population, 
which was based on a modeling exercise, predicted that there were 75,800 African lions in 1980 
(Ferreras & Cousins, 1996; Bauer et al., 2008). Comparing the 1980 estimate of 75,800 to the 
higher 2002 estimate of 39,000 lions (Chardonnet, 2002) yields a suspected decline of 48.5 
percent over 22 years (Bauer, et al, 2008); whereas, comparing the 1980 estimate to the lower 
2002 estimate of 23,000 (Bauer & Van Der Merwe, 2004), yields a suspected decline of 69.7 
percent over 22 years.  Since 2002, several studied lion populations are known to have declined 
or disappeared altogether (Henschel et al., 2010). In certain areas, the decline is faster and far 
greater than 30 percent. For example, in Queen Elizabeth National Park, Uganda, a 50 percent 
decline has been reported over 10 years (Dricuru, as cited in Treves et al., 2009).  

In order for the African lion to have a high likelihood of persisting in the future, multiple robust 
populations must thrive across connected ecosystems. Based on a meta-analysis of 30 years of 
published minimum viable population (MVP) sizes in mammals, primarily large-bodied species 
that are IUCN listed (and including both the African and Asian lion), a population size as low as 
2,200 individuals can be reasonably considered as viable (i.e., demographic continuity in the 
absence of immigration/emigration, translocation, etc.) (Traill, Bradshaw, & Brook, 2007). This 
statistical threshold represents a 95 percent probability for population persistence over at least 40 
generations (Table 2, lower 95 percent confidence interval for the standardized mean MVP = 
3,876 individuals, representing n = 95 mammal species). 
 
Using the Traill et al. (2007) 2,200 viability threshold as a criterion for screening the African lion 
populations listed by Bauer, Chardonnet, & Nowell (2005), we find that the subspecies has no 
more than 5 population clusters, representing just 14 populations on the entire African Continent, 
could be reasonably deemed to be viable (i.e., estimated population size overlaps the viability 
estimate: (Table 1).  
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Table 1. Clusters of populations for African lion in which estimates of the regional population 
size encompass a viability threshold of 2,200 or more individuals. 
  

Population 

 
Number of 

lion 
populations 

Country Study Minimum 
1 

Mid-
estimate 1 

Maximum 
1 

 
Serengeti  
ecosystem2 

4 Tanzania Chardonnet 3 3412 4437 5222 

   Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe 4 1823 2573 3323 

Selous and 
surrounds 2 Tanzania Chardonnet 3458 4940 6422 

   Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe 3500 4500 4600 

Rungwa 
ecosystem 1 Tanzania Chardonnet 2352 3360 4368 

   Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe - - - 

       
Okavango 
ecosystem5 4 Botswana Chardonnet 1782 2228 2674 

   Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe 1440 2007 2808 

Kruger 
ecosystem6 3 

South Africa, 
Zimbabwe, 

Mozambique 
Chardonnet 2463 2798 3132 

   Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe 2306 2355 2404 

 
TOTAL 14  Chardonnet 13467 17763 21818 

   Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe 9069 11435 13135 

TOTAL 
(without Selous) 12  Chardonnet 10009 12823 15396 

   Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe 5569 6935 8535 
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These five clusters of 14 populations represent only 10 percent of all 144 African lion 
populations identified by Chardonnet (2002). However, because the Selous and its environments 
are not under permanent protection, only four clusters and 12 populations (8.3 percent) of 
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African lion could be reasonably considered as both viable and inhabiting mostly Protected 
Areas (Table 1). 
 
Based on the number of African lions that are simultaneously viable and inhabiting mostly 
Protected Areas, we find that only about one-third of all lions on the Continent could be 
considered secure under present conservation measures (Table 2). In other words, approximately 
two-thirds of all lions in Africa occur both in non-viable and unprotected populations. 
 
Table 2. Percentage of African lions that occur in viable and mostly protected populations. 
 

Study 
Estimated number of 
viable and protected 

lions1 

Continental 
population estimate 

Estimated continental 
percentage of lions in 

viable populations 
Chardonnet 10009-15396 29000-47000 33-35% 
Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe 5569-8535 16500-30000 28-34% 
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The five viable populations of the African lion that are itemized in (Table 1) occur in 
approximately 6.2 percent of their currently occupied range, and occur in slightly more than 1 
percent of their historical range across the continent (Table 3). 
 
Populations of the African lion that are both viable and inhabiting mostly Protected Areas 
(Tables 1 and 3) occur in only about 5 percent of their currently occupied range, and occur in 
only 1 percent of its historical, Continent-wide range (Table 3). Thus, the African lion is 
endangered both in a significant portion (approximately 95 percent) of its current range and 
across a significant portion (approximately 99 percent) of its historical range. Therefore, 
Panthera leo leo meets the definition of an endangered subspecies under the ESA.  
  
Table 3. Approximate land areas (in km2) occupied by five subpopulation clusters of the African 
lion. 
�

Ecosystem 

Approximate 
lion population 

range area 
(km2) 1 

Percentage of current 
range 2 

(4.5 million km2) 

Percentage of historical 
range 1 

(20.5 million km2) 

Serengeti ecosystem 38,010   
Selous and surrounds 55,000   
Rungwa ecosystem 42,000   
Okavango ecosystem 103,467   
Kruger ecosystem 42,873   
TOTAL (viable) 281,350 6.2% 1.4% 
    
TOTAL (viable and 
protected) 226,350 5.0% 1.1% 
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B. Distribution 
Historically, lions were found across Africa, Europe, the Middle East and Southwest Asia, 
occurring in all habitat types, except very dry deserts and very wet forests (IUCN SSC Cat 
Specialist Group, 2006b). Outside Africa, lions now exist only as a single relic population of  the 
Asiatic lion (Panthera leo persica) in the Gir Forest in the State of Gujarat, India (Bauer et al., 
2008).2  

The African lion once lived throughout the African Continent, except for the interior of the 
Sahara Desert and dense coastal and central rainforests (Nowell & Jackson, 1996; Bauer et al., 
2008). The African lion now occupies less than an estimated 4,500,000 km2, having disappeared 
from 78 percent of its historic distribution (Bauer et al., 2008). Despite divergence in inventories 
of lion numbers, sources agree on a downward trend affecting both numbers and geographical 
range (Bauer et al., 2008). 

The African lion survived in some areas of North Africa, such as the High Atlas Mountains, until 
the 1940s, but is now extinct in all of North Africa (Algeria, Egypt, Libya, Morocco, Tunisia and 
Western Sahara) (Frank et. al, 2006); Nowell & Jackson, 1996). The subspecies is also extinct in 
Congo, Djibouti, Eritrea, Gabon, Gambia, Lesotho, Mauritania and Sierra Leone, and its 
presence is uncertain in Burundi, Cote d’Ivoire, Democratic Republic of Congo, Ghana and Togo 
(Bauer et al., 2008; Henschel et al., 2010). The African lion was never present in Equatorial 
Guinea or Liberia (Chardonnet, 2002).  

Based on a comparison between Bauer et al. (2008) and Henschel et al. (2010), the African lion 
now exists in 27 countries, 3 fewer than documented in 2008, illustrating that the status of the 
African lion continues to deteriorate. The subspecies is currently found in the following sub-
Saharan African countries (Fig.1): Angola, Benin, Botswana, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Central 
African Republic, Chad, Ethiopia, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Kenya, Malawi, Mali, Mozambique, 
Namibia, Niger, Nigeria, Rwanda, Senegal, Somalia, South Africa, Sudan, Swaziland, Tanzania, 
Uganda, Zambia, and Zimbabwe (Bauer et al., 2008; Henschel et al., 2010). 
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Figure 1. Current Geographic Range of Lion  
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III.  NATURAL HISTORY AND BIOLOGY OF THE AFRICAN LION 
Unless otherwise noted, accounts in Section 3, are from the American Society of Mammologists’ 
detailed summary of the basic biology of Panthera leo (Haas, Hayssen, & Krausman, 2005) 

A. Taxonomy  
 
The African lion belongs to the class Mammalia, order Carnivora, suborder Feliformia, family 
Felidae, species Panthera leo Linnaeus, 1758. There are two recognized subspecies of lion: 
African lion P. l. Linnaeus, 1758, and Asiatic lion P. l. persica Meyer, 1826. 
 

B. Species Description 
 
The lion is the second largest species of Felidae, only slightly smaller than the tiger but nearly 
twice as large as the leopard. Basic characteristics include sharp, retractile claws, a short neck, a 
broad face with prominent whiskers, rounded ears and a muscular body. Lions are typically a 
tawny unicolor with black on the backs of the ears and white on the abdomen and inner legs. The 
males usually have a recognizable mane around the head, neck and chest; however, there can be 
regional variation in the color and development of the mane, from blond to black, and from thick 
to patchy or balding. Variations in lion body size and color can exist between and within lion 
populations in different geographic regions, as well as on a pride-by-pride basis.  
 
Lions are sexually dimorphic, with males weighing about 20-27 percent more than females. 
Adult males, on average, weigh about 188 kg with the heaviest male on record weighing 272 kg. 
Females are smaller, weighing, on average, 126 kg. The male body length, not including the tail, 
ranges from 1.7 m to 2.5 m with a tail from 0.9 m to 1 m. Lions are the only species of cat with a 
tufted tail (Nowell and Jackson, 1996).  
 

C. Reproduction and Mortality 
 
Lions have no fixed breeding season. Females give birth every 20 months if they raise their cubs 
to maturity, but the interval can be as few as 4-6 weeks if their litter is lost. Gestation lasts 110 
days, litter size averages 1-4 cubs, and the sex ratio at birth is 1:1. Cubs’ eyes open shortly after 
birth and they begin walking within 2 weeks. Cubs are weaned at eight months and are raised 
communally until they reach sexual maturity at around 2 years old. At about four years of age, 
females will have their first litter and males will become resident in a pride.    
 
Lions live in groups called “prides”, which are “fission-fusion” social units defined as a stable 
membership that can be divided into small groups throughout the range (Nowell & Jackson, 
1996). Prides vary in size and structure but typically have 5-9 adult females, their dependent 
offspring, and a coalition of 2-6 immigrant males. Prides confer advantages to members 
including greater hunting success when compared to solitary lions, and cooperative protection of 
individuals in the pride and their cubs. Each pride has a territory of 20-500 km2 depending on 
availability of prey. Use of space within the territory correlates with prey movement and 
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availability. While core areas are spaced some distance from other prides, average pride ranges 
typically overlap. Lean-season prey mass determines the home-range size of the pride. Lions 
show diverse patterns of behavior both between and within prides, including hunting and feeding 
methods and preferences. Lions are most active at night, and communicate through scent-
marking and roaring. Nomadic lions are less common than lions in prides, with between one and 
five members changing freely within a nomadic group   
 
Pride size is positively-related to reproductive success: large prides will out-compete smaller 
prides and, as a result, successful reproduction tends to be lowest in small prides with only 1 or 2 
females (Kissui, Mosser, & Packer, 2009). Pride takeovers by male lions and subsequent 
infanticide of cubs sired by the ousted male lions greatly influences reproductive success. Male 
lions form coalitions of up to 7 individuals to takeover a pride, and after a successful takeover 
are usually in control for about two to three years before another younger, stronger coalition of 
males takes over the pride anew (Nowell & Jackson, 1996). Upon takeover, it is to the new 
males’ reproductive advantage to kill all the suckling cubs in the pride as this will cause the 
nursing lionesses to come back into estrous within a few weeks, providing an opportunity for the 
new males to sire offspring. Pride takeovers often result in the defeated males being severely 
injured or killed. Similarly, lionesses defending their cubs from the victorious males are 
sometimes killed during the takeover as well (Nowell & Jackson, 1996).  
 
Wild male lions live an average of 12 years and up to 16 years. The oldest known wild female 
lion lived to 17 years. Adult mortality is typically caused by humans, starvation, disease or 
attacks from other lions as full-grown lions have no natural predators. They can also be seriously 
injured or killed during hunting attempts on some of their larger prey such as buffalo, rhino, 
zebra, or wildebeest. Adult lion sex ratios skew heavily in favor of females – possibly due to 
high sub-adult male mortality rates. Among cubs, infanticide is a significant source of mortality 
which usually occurs when new males take over a pride. Infanticide accounts for 27 percent of 
cub mortality.  

 

D. Hunting and Feeding 
 
Lions are generalist hunters, with foraging preferences and opportunities changing with season 
and with lion group size (Scheel, 1993). While females in a pride do the majority of the hunting, 
stronger males are often more aggressive during the actual feeding and can dominate the kill. 
Nomadic lions typically have large ranges following prey migrations, and are known to stalk 
prey, hunt and scavenge cooperatively. Varying by region and prey availability, prey species can 
be as small as rodents, and as large as medium-sized ungulates and young elephants (Nowell & 
Jackson, 1996). Prey species in Africa include wildebeest, buffalo, eland, elephant, giraffe, kudu, 
gazelle, topi, zebra, and warthog, among others. However, in places where there are fewer large 
antelope and other medium-to-large sized prey options, lions may eat more small prey such as 
gemsbok and even porcupine. They have also been known to kill cheetah cubs, and sometimes 
will take small prey such as rodents, tortoises, fish in shallow water, amphibians and 
occasionally grass, fruits and termites. Additionally, lions are opportunistic scavengers and will 
chase other predators away from their kill. On the other hand, scavengers in large numbers, such 
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as a pack of 20 to 40 spotted hyenas—a predator with similar and therefore competing prey 
preferences—can drive one or more lions away from a kill and steal his or her meal.  
 
Females consume, on average, 8.7 kg/day in the dry season and 14 kg/day in the wet season 
when prey is more abundant). Males can consume twice as much as females, and cubs can 
consume one-third as much as adult females.  
 

E. Habitat Requirements  
 
Lion population size typically correlates with the herbivore biomass – therefore prey numbers 
can limit the lion population density within an ecosystem (Hayward, O’Brien, & Kerley, 2007). 
The African lion can be found in all African habitat types with the exception of the interior of the 
Sahara Desert and deep rainforests (Bauer et al., 2008). Studies indicate, however, that they have 
a preference for open woodlands, thick bush, scrub and grass complexes. Additionally, they have 
been known to inhabit semi-deserts, forests, and mountains as high as 5,000 m (16,404 ft) 
elevation.  
 

IV. CRITERIA FOR LISTING THE AFRICAN LION AS ENDANGERED  
 
The Supreme Court has described the ESA as “the most comprehensive legislation for the 
preservation of endangered species ever enacted by any nation” (Tennessee Valley Authority v. 
Hill, 437 U.S. 153, 180 (1978). In that landmark case, the Court stated that:  
 

[t]he plain intent of Congress in enacting this statute was to halt and reverse the trend 
towards species extinction, whatever the cost. This  is reflected not only in the stated 
policies of the Act, but in literally every section of the statute (Tennessee Valley 
Authority v. Hill, 437 U.S. 153, 184 , 1978). 

 
This Petition demonstrates that the African lion meets the statutory criteria for an Endangered 
listing under the ESA. As demonstrated in this Petition, the African lion is in danger of 
extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range and, therefore warrants listing as an 
endangered subspecies. Accordingly, the Secretary of the Interior should act to halt and reverse 
the current trends towards extinction for the African lion by listing the subspecies as Endangered 
under the ESA. 
 
The ESA requires the Secretary of the Interior to list a species, or subspecies, for protection if it 
is in danger of extinction in all or a significant portion of its range. According to the statute, a 
species may be threatened or endangered by any of the following five factors:  The present or 
threatened destruction, modification, or curtailment of its habitat or range; Overutilization for 
commercial, recreational, scientific, or educational purposes; Disease or predation; Inadequacy 
of existing regulatory mechanisms; or, Other natural or manmade factors affecting its existence. 
 
16 U.S.C. § 1533(a)(1)(A)-(E); 50 C.F.R. § 424.11(c)(1)-(5).  
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The ESA requires that all determinations relating to whether a species is affected by any of the 
five listing factors be made “solely on the basis of the best scientific and commercial data 
available to him after conducting a review of the status of the species.” 16 U.S.C. § 
1533(b)(1)(A). Further, determinations must “tak[e] into account those efforts, if any, being 
made by any State or foreign nation…to protect such species” by protection of habitat and food 
supply, or by any other conservation practice within any area under its jurisdiction. 16 U.S.C. § 
1533(b)(1)(A). 

A. Present or Threatened Destruction, Modification, or Curtailment of Habitat or 
Range  

 
Loss of habitat and corresponding loss of prey are serious threats to the survival of the African 
lion (Ray et al., 2005). These threats are principally driven by human activity, including 
conversion of lion habitat for agriculture and grazing as well as human settlement (Ray et al., 
2005). Apex predators require a large amount of space and resources, and competition with 
humans is inevitable as humans expand into previously unsettled, wild areas (Prugh et al., 2009). 
The African lion, a top predator in many African ecosystems, is no exception (Treves & Karanth, 
2003). 
 
Given that most African economies rely heavily upon natural resources and land (UNECA, 
2010), expanding human populations are increasing pressure on natural resources and causing 
significant environmental change (UNEP, 2007.) Human population growth has been specifically 
identified as the root cause of many problems associated with the conservation of the African 
lion because of increasing human settlement in lion habitat and associated human activities such 
as agriculture and livestock production (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist, 2006a). It is therefore of 
concern that the human population of sub-Saharan Africa, which was 518 million in 1990, is 
predicted to rise to 1.75 billion people by 2050 (UN DESA, 2009).  
 
Sub-Saharan Africa saw a 25 percent increase in the amount of land allocated to agriculture 
between 1970 and 2000 (Chardonnet et al., 2010). Transformation of wild habitats into areas 
suitable for livestock farming leads to environmental degradation and loss of plant and animal 
biodiversity (Chardonnet et al., 2010). As the need for suitable land for livestock grazing 
increases, the seasonal movement of livestock into wildlife conservation areas is becoming 
increasingly prevalent across sub-Saharan Africa (Chardonnet et al., 2010). Numbers of domestic 
livestock (450 million small ruminants and 200 million cattle) in sub-Saharan Africa are 
increasing steadily in response to expanding human populations (Chardonnet et al., 2010).  
 
Development within the sub-Saharan African region continues to rely on exploitation of natural 
resources, including wildlife (Chardonnet et al., 2010). The exploitation of trees and mineral 
resources, and the construction of dams and irrigation schemes, contribute to destruction and 
degradation of lion habitats (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b). For example, a proposed 
road through the middle of the Serengeti ecosystem is expected to have serious, negative impacts 
on the animals that live there, including African lion prey (Holdo, Fryxell, Sinclair, Dobson, & 
Holt, 2011).  
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The increasing human population size also results in the increasing consumption of bushmeat, a 
significant source of protein for human populations in many parts of sub-Saharan Africa. In 
addition to the increased subsistence consumption that parallels increased human population size, 
the commercialization of the bushmeat trade further threatens African wildlife. Human hunting 
of wild animals for meat means wild lions face declining prey (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 
2006b). Stein (2001) identified many species that are negatively impacted by the bushmeat trade 
that are also preferred prey species for African lions (Funston, Mills, Biggs, & Richardson, 1998; 
Harrington & Myers, 2004; Nowell & Jackson, 1996; Scheel, 1993; Sinclair, Mduma, & 
Brasheres, 2003).  
 
Additionally, although the African lion may not be the primary target for bushmeat poachers, it 
is a common practice for poachers to kill them anyway, and kill them first, to ensure easier 
hunting and less competition for the target bushmeat species (B. Joubert & D. Joubert, personal 
communication, June 15, 2010).  
 
The threat from commercial poaching and the demand for bushmeat are intensifying due, partly, 
to civil unrest (Chardonnet et al., 2010). Civil unrest within sub-Saharan Africa degrades 
otherwise suitable lion habitat through the overharvesting of wildlife and vegetation by refugees 
and combatants (Dudley et al., 2002). During the past 40 years, over 30 wars and 200 coups 
d’état have taken place across sub-Saharan Africa (Chardonnet et al., 2010). Because of these 
many enduring and severe civil conflicts, an estimated 500 million modern weapons are now 
readily available (Chardonnet et al., 2010). This massive increase in available firepower has 
resulted in less traditional hunting methods, and more hunting with modern weapons, which has 
a devastating effect on wildlife populations (Chardonnet et al., 2010).  
 
Land degradation through desertification is predicted to lead to the loss of two-thirds of arable 
land in Africa by 2025 (Bied-Charreton, 2008), which will further increase competition between 
humans and lions. Experts have predicted that the 'devastating impacts of climate change' will 
lead to serious biodiversity degradation and loss as a result of desertification, drought and land 
degradation (UNECA, 2008). Drought and desertification have already had significant negative 
effects on biodiversity in Africa (UNECA, 2008). 
   

B. Overutilization for Commercial, Recreational, or Scientific Purposes 
 

The African lion is listed on Appendix II of CITES, by virtue of being a member of the family 
Felidae, which is listed on that Appendix. Species listed on Appendix II are those that are not 
necessarily threatened with extinction but may become so unless trade is closely controlled. 
Specimens must be accompanied by an export permit or a re-export certificate. Permits and 
certificates should only be granted if the relevant authorities are satisfied that certain conditions 
are met, above all that trade will not be detrimental to the survival of the species in the wild 
(CITES, n.d.). 
 
The 175 CITES Parties are required to file Annual Reports with the CITES Secretariat on the 
import and export of listed species. These reports are compiled into an electronic, searchable 
trade database by the United Nations Environment Programme, in cooperation with the World 
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Conservation Monitoring Centre (UNEP-WCMC), which is available to the public on the CITES 
website (www.cites.org). This database can be used to determine the level, of legal international 
trade as well as the types and sources of African lions and their parts that are involved. In the 
context of CITES, international trade is not limited to commercial trade,3 but also includes 
international trade associated with breeding, circus or travelling exhibition, education, 
enforcement, trophy hunting, medicinal, personal use, reintroduction, scientific research, and for 
zoological exhibition. By examining purposes of trade, the CITES trade database can be used to 
evaluate the reasons behind the movement of African lions and their parts across international 
borders by humans. The database also includes the source of African lions and their parts in 
international trade, whether captive-bred,4 captive-born,5 illegal, pre-Convention,6 ranch-raised, 
or wild. While the CITES trade database is the principal source of information on international 
trade in African lions and their parts, it does not contain information on domestic use of African 
lions or their parts for commercial, recreational, or scientific purposes; nor does it account for 
poaching and illegal trade, except where illicit international trade has resulted in a seizure.  
 
The African lion is clearly over-utilized. The original analysis presented in this Petition shows 
that between 1999 and 2008, 28,197 African lion specimens (lions, dead or alive, and their parts 
and derivatives), the equivalent of at least 10,902 lions, were traded internationally for all 
purposes (Table A1). This figure was derived by adding the figures for four types of specimens 
that likely represent one lion each: bodies, skins, live, and trophies. Skulls and bones were not 
included in this calculation because after lions are hunted, their skin is usually removed, leaving 
the skull and other bones and body parts; in this analysis, the skin or trophy is used to represent a 
lion, not the skull or bones. The most commonly-traded items were scientific specimens 
(13,260), trophies (7,897), live lions (1,844), claws (1,291), skulls (1,214) and skins (1,025) 
(Table A1). Other lion parts in international trade include bones (127), hair (223), and teeth 
(802). Over this decade, the U.S. imported 16,021 lion specimens (57 percent of the total), which 
is the equivalent of at least 4,759 lions (44 percentage of the total). The most common purposes 
of international trade were for commercial, recreational hunting, and scientific purposes.  
 
Of the aforementioned trade from all sources, 21,914 African lion specimens (lions, dead or 
alive, and their parts and derivatives), reported as being from a wild source, being the equivalent 
of at least 7,445 lions, were traded internationally for all purposes. Of this trade, the U.S. 
imported 13,484 lion specimens reported as being from a wild source (62 percent of the total), 
which is the equivalent of at least 4,021 lions (54 percent of the total). The most common 
purposes of this international trade were scientific, recreational and commercial.  
 
The African lion is one of the most well-studied of the big cats. Thus, almost half the specimens 
in international trade (13,260 of 28,197, or 47 percent) were themselves categorized as 
specimens, which are often scientific specimens; indeed, the majority of these (12,711 of 13,260, 
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or about 96 percent) were traded for scientific purposes (Tables A2 and A3). However, the units 
of measurement used for these specimens are not standardized (measurements include ml., g., 
kg., and flasks) and, in most cases, the unit of measurement was not recorded at all. Thus, it is 
impossible to know from these data the impact of international trade in lion specimens for 
scientific purposes.  
 
The most common purposes of international trade (other than for scientific purposes, as 
explained above) were for hunting trophy purposes (9,224 items) and for commercial purposes 
(3,102 items). The U.S. is the main importing country of lion items as both hunting trophies and 
for commercial purposes (52.5 percent and 59 percent, respectively).  
 

1. Recreational Trophy Hunting 
 
From 1999 through 2008, 9,224 lion specimens were traded internationally as hunting trophies. 
Specimens traded for the reported purpose of hunting trophy7 included not only ‘trophies’, 
although these were the most common form in trade, but also fourteen other types of specimens 
including bodies, bones, skulls, skins, teeth, tails and even live animals (Table A4). The 9,224 
lion specimens in trade represent a minimum of 7,565 lions (adding bodies (28), live (5), skins 
(421) and trophies (7,111)). The number of trophies traded internationally in 2008 (1,140) was 
larger than any other year in the decade studied and more than twice the number in 1999 (518). 
Most of the specimens traded internationally for trophy hunting purposes were imported to the 
U.S.: 4,846 specimens (53 percent of the total), representing a minimum of 4,175 lions (55 
percent of the total) (Table A5). Other significant importing countries were Spain (958), France 
(564), and Germany (525). Most hunting trophies were exported from South Africa (4,202) and 
Tanzania (2,247), which together accounted for 70 percent of those in international trade over the 
decade. Mozambique (695), Zimbabwe (951), and Zambia (465) were also significant exporting 
countries (Table A6). 
 
Of the aforementioned trade from all sources, 7,090 lion specimens, reported as being from a 
wild source, were traded internationally for recreational trophy hunting purposes, representing a 
minimum of 5,663 lions. Most of these specimens were imported to the U.S.: 4,139 specimens 
(58 percent of the total), representing a minimum of 3,600 lions (64 percent of the total). Despite 
the significant and continuing population and range declines that this subspecies has suffered and 
continues to suffer, the number of lion trophies, reported as being from a wild source and traded 
for hunting trophy purposes, imported to the U.S., is increasing. Of these trophies, the number 
imported into the U.S. in 2008 was larger than any other year in the decade studied and more 
than twice the number in 1999. 
 
When considering the impact of trophy hunting on the African lion, one must consider how 
killing one lion can result in the death of other lions. Trophy hunters preferentially seek adult 
male lions. When an adult male lion, which is part of a pride, is killed by a trophy hunter, 
surviving males who form the pride’s coalition may become vulnerable to takeover by other 
male coalitions – often resulting in injury or death to the defeated males. Replacement male(s) 
who take over the pride will usually kill all pride cubs less than nine months of age in the pride 
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(Whitman et al., 2004). Similarly, lionesses defending their cubs from the victorious males are 
sometimes killed during the takeover (Packer, Pusey, & Eberly, 2001).  
 
Whitman et al. (2004) used a model to determine that these additional impacts could be largely 
avoided by restricting trophy hunting to males at least 5-6 years of age because this allows 
younger males to reproduce. However, the method is only rigorously enforced in one area of one 
lion range State, the Niassa Reserve of Mozambique (Begg & Begg, 2010). Indeed, hunting 
organizations in Zambia, Zimbabwe, and Tanzania allow hunting of males as young as 2 years, 
which is the age at which male lions become mature (Packer et al., 2009). Females were, until 
recently, shot as trophies in Zimbabwe, a practice that experts consider to be “inherently harmful 
to a population” (Packer, Whitman, Loveridge, Jackson, & Funston, 2006, p. 7). 
 
Recent analysis has shown that trophy hunting has likely contributed to the decline of lion 
populations in many areas (Packer et al., 2009). Consistent hunting intensity should yield 
consistent hunting off-take; therefore a decline in off-take indicates a decline in species 
population. Packer et al. (2009) found that, over the past 25 years, the steepest declines in the 
number of lions killed by hunters occurred in African countries with the highest hunting 
intensity. While Tanzania has the largest lion population of any country on the Continent, it also 
has the highest lion off-take through trophy hunting. Within Tanzania, hunting areas in the 
Selous Game Reserve with the highest lion off-take showed the steepest declines between 1996 
and 2008, as did hunting regions outside of the Selous with the highest off-take (Packer et al., 
2009). Across all of Tanzania, off-take has declined by 50 percent over the past 13 years despite 
increasing demand and hunting effort (Packer et al., 2009). This declining off-take cannot be 
attributed to habitat loss or to human-lion conflict (Packer et al., 2011). Instead the data strongly 
suggests that lion populations in the hunting areas declined as a direct consequence of over-
hunting (Packer et al., 2011).  
 
Packer et al. (2009) states that although trophy hunting of African lions: 
 

is often portrayed as an economic strategy for increasing support for carnivore 
conservation, local communities often seek extirpation of problem animals… Thus, sport 
hunting quotas may sometimes reflect pressures to control carnivores rather than to 
conserve them. Across Africa, countries with the highest intensity of lion off-take also 
had the highest number of livestock units per million hectares of arable land. (p. 3) 

 
Packer et al. (2009) concludes that “Sport hunting is an inherently risky strategy for controlling 
predators as carnivore populations are difficult to monitor and some species show a propensity 
for infanticide that is exacerbated by removing adult males” (p.1).  

2. Commercial trade 
 
From 1999 to 2008, 3,102 lion specimens, the equivalent of at least 1,328 lions (adding trophies, 
skins, live and bodies), were traded internationally for commercial purposes (defined as “for the 
purpose of sale in the importing country”) (Table A7). The most common lion specimens traded 
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for commercial purposes were claws (764), trophies (508), skins (442), live (3208), skulls (144) 
and bodies (58). Of this trade, the U.S. imported 1,846 lion specimens (59 percent of the total), 
the equivalent of at least 401 lions (30 percent of the total) (Table A8). Other significant 
importers were South Africa (282), and Germany (178). The main exporting countries for 
commercial purposes were Zimbabwe (914 items), South Africa (867) and Botswana (816) 
(Table A9); these three countries accounted for 83.7 percent of all specimens in such trade.  
 
Of the aforementioned trade from all sources, 2,715 lion specimens, reported as being from a 
wild source, the equivalent of at least 1,043 lions, were traded internationally for commercial 
purposes (defined as “for the purpose of sale in the importing country.”) Of this trade, the U.S. 
imported 1,700 lion specimens (63 percent of the total), the equivalent of at least 362 lions (35 
percent of the total). The most common lion specimens traded for commercial purposes were 
claws, trophies, skins, live animals, skulls and bodies. 
 
The figure of 1,328 lions traded for commercial purposes was derived by adding the number of 
specimens traded as trophies, skins, live animals and bodies. Looking more specifically at these 
four types of specimens in commercial trade, we found the following:  
 

• Trophies of 508 lions were traded internationally for commercial purposes over the 
decade (Table A10). The U.S. imported most of these (241), accounting for 47 percent of 
those imported (Table A10). Most of these trophies were exported from South Africa 
(241) and Zimbabwe (229) which, together, accounted for 92.5 percent of all such 
exports (Table A11).  

• The skins of 442 lions were traded internationally for commercial purposes over the 
decade (Table A7). Most were imported by South Africa (162) or the U.S. (123) which, 
together, accounted for 64.5 percent of such imports (Table A12). Most such skins were 
exported by Botswana (239) which comprised 54 percent of such exports (Table A13). 
Other significant exporting countries included Zimbabwe (94) and South Africa (66).  

• Data on the international trade in live lions for commercial purposes indicate that 320 live 
lions were traded for such purposes during the decade (Table A7). Many countries 
imported and exported live lions in small quantities over the decade, but the largest 
importer was South Africa (78) (Table A14) and the largest exporters were Zimbabwe 
(52) and South Africa (47) (Table A15).  

• Bodies of 58 lions were traded internationally for commercial purposes over the decade 
(Table A7). The U.S. imported most of these (18), accounting for 31 percent of those 
imported. Most of these bodies were exported from South Africa (20) and Zimbabwe (18) 
which, together, accounted for 66 percent of all such exports. 

 
Appendix B contains examples of lion parts offered for sale on the internet. These range from 
USD 6,300 for a lion ‘rug’ to USD 22,400 for a mounted lion trophy, and from USD 700 for an 
African lion claw necklace, to USD 600 for a lion skull, and a complete set of African lion claws 
for USD 1,200. Other items offered for sale on the internet include skulls and bones. 
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As with African lions killed for trophy hunting purposes, the additional impacts of the use of 
lions for commercial purposes must be considered. The most common lion items in international 
commercial trade (for sale in the importing country) are trophy mounts and skins. Judging by the 
offers of sale of trophy mounts and skins found on the internet (Appendix B), both males and 
females are used for these purposes. The killing of males or females for commercial trade in their 
parts has effects that will negatively impact wild populations. 

3. Wild Source Versus Captive Source 
 
According to the data, over the decade studied, 21,914 of the 28,197 lion specimens traded 
internationally originated in the wild (Table A16); this means that 77.7 percent of lion specimens 
in such trade originated in the wild. Of the 7,897 trophies so traded, 6,326 or 80 percent reported 
as being from a wild source. Similar trends occurred in the trade in claws (1,080 of 1,291), skulls 
(1,030 of 1,214) and skins (840 of 1,025). In contrast, of the 1,844 live lions traded over the 
decade, 179 or only 9.7 percent originated in the wild. The data indicate that at least 7,445 wild 
source lions were traded internationally between 1999 and 2008. This figure was derived by 
adding the figures for four types of specimens that likely represent one lion each: bodies (100), 
live (179), skins (840), and trophies (6,326).  
 
The aforementioned international trade figures include lion specimens reported as being from a 
wild source that were exported from South Africa. From 1999 to 2008, South Africa reported 
exporting a number of specimens equivalent to 2,862 wild source lions. Since the estimated 
number of wild lions in South Africa in 2002 ranges between 2,716 and 3,852 it seems highly 
unlikely that the aforementioned 2,862 South African lions involved were all wild source. 
Therefore, the South Africa trade data specifically must be treated with caution.  
 
Over the decade, 7,288 specimens from captive-bred lions were traded internationally (Table 
A17). Other than scientific specimens, trophies were the most abundant item from captive-bred 
lions (2,366); the number of trophies from captive-bred lions in international trade increased 
dramatically and steadily over the decade with the number in 2008 (710) being over 24 times 
than that in 1999 (29). The parts and products of at least 4,288 captive-bred lions were traded 
during the decade (derived by adding bodies (35), live (1,686), skins (201), and trophies (2,366)). 
 
While many countries engage in international trade in captive-bred lion specimens, South Africa 
exports more than any other country (Table A18). Over the decade, South Africa exported 3,333 
such specimens, or 46 percent of the total; such exports increased dramatically from only 32 
specimens in 1999 to 921 specimens in 2008, an almost 29-fold increase.  
 
In contrast to ‘wild’ and ‘captive-bred’ sources, few lion specimens were reported to have 
originated from other sources such as ‘F-1 captive-born’ (Table A19), ‘pre-Convention’ (Table 
A20), ‘ranch-raised’ (Table A21), or illegal (Table A22). 

4. International Trade in African Lions and their Parts by Source Country  
 
Twenty African range States exported lions and lion parts reported as being wild source between 
1999 and 2008 (Table 4). A country-by-country examination of the number of African lions 
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exported and reported as being from a wild source, and the status of the wild population in each 
country reveals that off-take was unsustainable in at least sixteen of these twenty range States. 
Specifically, the U.S. imported lion specimens from twelve range States where the reported data 
indicate that the off-take was unsustainable. Therefore, even setting aside the South African data, 
clearly the lion is overexploited for these purposes across sub-Saharan Africa. 
 
Table 4. Summary of numbers of wild source lions exported from range States, compared with 
estimated and average population in each State. 

Population Size9 Lion Range 
States Chardonnet, 

2002 
Bauer & 
Van Der 
Merwe, 
2004 

Avg. 
Chardonnet 
and Bauer & 
Van Der 
Merwe 

No. wild 
source 
lions 
estimate
d in 
inter-
national 
trade, 
1999-
2008 

Avg. 
annual 
wild 
source 
trade as 
percent 
of Avg. 
pop. 
size10 

Notes 

Angola (AO) 749 450 599 0 0  
�Angola is a lion range State 
but is not a CITES Party, so 
there is no trade information 
for this country. 
 

Benin (BJ) 325 65 195 25 1.3  
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer, De Iongh, 
Princée, & Ngantou, 2003) 
� U.S. imported specimens 
from this country, 1999-2008 

 
Botswana 
(BW) 

3207 2918 3063 422 1.4  
� Trophy hunting did not take 
place in 2001-2004 and 2007-
2008. However Botswana 
exported wild lion specimens 
for other purposes 
� Trophy hunting likely 
contributed to population 
decline in 1980s and 1990s 
(Packer et al., 2009) 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 

 
Burkina Faso 
(BF) 

444 100 272 134 4.9  
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
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� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
� U.S. imported specimens 
from this country, 1999-2008 

 
Burundi (BI) Not listed Not listed 0 0 0 �Presence uncertain: 

(Bauer et al., 2008): 
 

Cameroon 
(CM) 

415 260 338 104 3.1  
� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 
 

CAR (CF) 986 300 643 49 < 1  
� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
� Trophy hunting likely 
contributed to population 
decline in 1980s and 1990s 
(Packer et al., 2009) 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 
 

Chad (TD) 520 150 335 16 < 1  
� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
 

Congo (CG) 60 0 30 0 0  
� Presence uncertain: (Bauer et 
al., 2008)  
�No known resident lion 
populations (Henschel et al., 
2010) 
 

Cote d’Ivoire 
(CI) 

100 30 65 1 < 1  
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
�No resident lion populations 
found (Henschel et al., 2010) 
� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
� U.S. imported specimens 
from this country, 1999-2008 

 

DRC (CD) 556 240 398 0 0  

Ethiopia (ET) 1477 1000 1239 16 < 1  
�U.S. was the major importer 
of specimens from this country, 
1999-2008 

 
Gabon (GA) 20 0 10 3 3  

�(Bauer et al.,2008): possibly 
extinct 
� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
 



 29 
 

Ghana (GH) 15 30 23 0 0  
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
�No resident lion population 
(Henschel et al., 2010) 
 

 
Guinea (GN) 

 
27 

 
200 

 
114 

 
0 

 
0 

 
 
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
 

Guinea 
Bissau (GW) 

10 30 20 0 0  
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
 

Kenya (KE) 2749 2280 2515 10 < 1  
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 

Malawi 
(NW) 

25 n/a 25 0 0  

Mali (ML) 21 50 36 0 0  
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
 

Mozambique 
(MZ) 

955 400 678 206 3.0  
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 
 

Namibia 
(NA) 

691 910 801 204 2.5  
� Trophy hunting contributed 
to population decline in 1980s 
and 1990s (Packer et al., 2009) 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 

 
Niger (NE) 47 70 58 2 < 1  

�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
 

 
Nigeria (NG) 

 
85 

 
200 

 
142 

 
0 

 
0 

 
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered 
(Bauer& Nowell, 2004) 

Rwanda 
(RW) 

45 25 35 0 0  

Senegal (SN) 156 60 58 0 0  
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
 

Somalia (SO) 217 n/a 217 0 0  
South Africa 
(ZA) 

3852 2716 3284 2862 8.7  
�8.7% annual off-take cannot 
be sustainable 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 
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Sudan (SD) 86611 n/a 866 48 < 1  
Swaziland 
(SZ) 

27 15 21 7 3.3  
� Lions were extirpated from 
Swaziland but have been 
reintroduced into fenced areas 
� With a population of only 21 
lions, the export of 3 lions per 
year cannot be sustainable 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 

Tanzania 
(TZ) 

14432 7073 10752 2186 2  
� Trophy hunting likely 
contributed to population 
decline in 1980s and 1990s 
(Packer et al., 2009) 
� Trophy hunting, as currently 
managed, is unsustainable 
(Packer et al., 2011) 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 

 
Togo (TG) transient 0 0 1 > 100  

�Lion presence uncertain 
(Bauer et al., 2008) 
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
� Sustainable off-take not 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
 

Uganda (UG) 618 575 596 0 0  
Zambia (ZM) 3199 1500 2349 520 2.2  

� Trophy hunting likely 
contributed to population 
decline in 1980s and 1990s 
(Packer et al., 2009) 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 

Zimbabwe 
(ZW) 

1686 1037 1362 1214 8.9  
� Lion hunting in Zimbabwe is 
unsustainable (Packer et al., 
2006) 
�Trophy hunting likely 
contributed to population 
decline in 1980s and 1990s 
(Packer et al., 2009) 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 

 
Below are summaries from data in Appendix A (Tables A23 through A92) including 24 source 
countries, listed alphabetically.  
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a) Benin 
Between 1999 and 2008, 47 lion specimens were exported from Benin (Table A23). This 
included 11 skins and 14 trophies as well as six live animals. The six live animals were from 
captive-bred sources but all remaining specimens were from wild sources. All exported 
specimens originated in Benin. This represents at least 25 wild lions. France was the main 
importer of trophies for personal or hunting trophy purposes, while the U.S. was the main 
importer of the skins and skin pieces for scientific purposes (Table A24). Bauer et al. (2003) 
stated that, considering the small populations and their isolation, sustainable off-take in West 
Africa and Central Africa was “hardly possible”. Thus, it is of concern that 25 wild source lions 
were exported from Benin during the decade; this is 12.8 percent of the population (25 of 195). 
Annualized, these exports represent 1.3 percent of the population Table 4.  
 

b) Botswana 
Botswana banned lion trophy hunting (Packer et al., 2009) in 2001-2004 and again in 2007 
through the present (Davidson, Valeix, Loveridge, Madzikanda, & Macdonald, 2011), owing to 
concerns over the species’ conservation status within the country, but commercial trade in lions 
and lion parts continues. Between 1999 and 2008, Botswana exported 5,633 lion specimens 
including 5,148 scientific specimens, 155 trophies, 274 skins, 31 live animals and two bodies. 
This represents the export of at least 462 lions (adding trophies, skins, live animals and bodies) 
(Table A25). 5,606 of 5,633 (99.5 percent) lion specimens exported from Botswana during the 
decade originated from a wild source (Table A26). This represents at least 435 wild source lions 
(adding bodies (2), live (4), skins (274), and trophies (155)). However, twelve of the wild source 
lion trophies exported originated in Mozambique and one in Zimbabwe; thus the total number of 
Botswana wild source lions exported during the decade was 422.The only other sources of lions 
exported were captive-bred (13) and captive-born (14) (Table A27). Of the 435 wild source lions 
or their parts exported, 249 were exported for commercial purposes most of which were skins 
(229) to South Africa (Table A28). The trophies and skins of 149 lions were exported as hunting 
trophies, most of which were trophies (104) exported to the U.S. (Table A29). The parts of an 
additional 35 lions were exported for personal purposes including 30 skins to South Africa 
(Table A30). A large number of specimens were exported from Botswana for scientific purposes 
(Table A31), particularly to the U.S.. Botswana exported 423 wild source lions 1999-2008 out of 
a population of 3,063, or 13.8 percent of the population (annualized, this is 1.4 percent of the 
population). Although Botswana placed a moratorium on lion trophy hunting from 2001 through 
2004 (Packer et al., 2009), and no trophies were exported those years, export of trophies resumed 
thereafter, averaging 23 per year 2005-2008, as did the export of skins to South Africa for 
commercial purposes, averaging 17.6 per year 2004-2008. 
 
Packer et al. (2009) discussed the historic over-utilization of lions in Southern Africa, stating that 
“…offtakes peaked, then fell sharply in the 1980’s and 1990’s in Botswana, CAR, Namibia, 
Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe.”  This downward harvest trend “…most likely reflected 
declining population sizes: success rates (as measured by harvest/quota) have fallen” for lions 
(Packer et al., 2009, p. 2). This occurred even as demand for lion trophies has grown in the U.S. 
and has held stable in the European Union since the mid-90s. Packer et al. (2009) identified 
Botswana as one of the countries where trophy hunting is likely to have contributed to the 
decline in lion populations in the 1980s and 1990s.  
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c) Burkina Faso 
Between 1999 and 2008, 134 wild source lion trophies were exported from Burkina Faso for 
either hunting trophy or personal purposes (Tables A32 and A33). Analysis revealed lions were 
not exported from other sources or for other purposes, and all originated in Burkina Faso. This 
represents 134 wild lions. The largest importer was France (104 of 134 or 77.6 percent) although 
the U.S. also imported some of these. Bauer and colleagues stated that, considering the small 
populations and their isolation, sustainable off-take in West Africa and Central Africa was 
“hardly possible” (Bauer et al., 2003). Thus, it is of concern that 134 wild source lions were 
exported from Burkina Faso during the decade; this is 49 percent of the population (134 of 272). 
Annualized, these exports represent 4.9 percent of the population (Table 4).  
 

d) Cameroon 
Between 1999 and 2008, 192 lion specimens were exported from Cameroon (Table A34). These 
included 1 live specimen from a captive-bred source exported to South Africa, wild source 
specimens and skin pieces exported for scientific purposes, and wild source trophies (103), skins 
(1), skulls (1), and teeth (1) exported as hunting trophies or for personal purposes. Trophies were 
exported mainly to France (53) but also the U.S. (15) and Spain (10). All exported specimens 
originated in Cameroon. This represents 104 wild lions. Bauer and colleagues stated that, 
considering the small populations and their isolation, sustainable off-take in West Africa and 
Central Africa was “hardly possible” (Bauer et al., 2003). The continued deterioration in lion 
numbers in Central Africa (Henschel et al., 2010) means that sustainable off-take are less likely 
now than in 2003. Thus, it is of concern that 104 wild source lions were exported from 
Cameroon during the decade; this is 31 percent of the population (104 of 338). Annualized, these 
exports represent 3.1 percent of the population (Table 4).  
 

e) Central African Republic 
Between 1999 and 2008, 49 lion specimens, in the form of trophies only, were exported from 
Central African Republic (CAR) (Table A35). All of these were from wild sources, were traded 
as hunting trophies or for personal purposes, and originated in CAR. France was the main 
importer but the U.S. also imported some of these. This represents 49 wild lion specimens. Bauer 
et al. (2003) stated that, considering the small populations and their isolation, sustainable off-take 
in West Africa and Central Africa was “hardly possible”.  The alarming situation of lion 
populations in Central Africa (Henschel et al., 2010) means that sustainable off-takes are less 
likely now than in 2003. Packer et al. (2009) identified CAR as one of the countries where 
trophy hunting is likely to have contributed to the decline of lion populations in the 1980s and 
1990s. Thus, it is of concern that 49 wild source lions were exported from CAR during the 
decade; this is 8 percent of the population (49 of 643). Annualized, these exports represent less 
than 1 percent of the population (Table 4). 
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f) Chad 
Between 1999 and 2008, Chad exported two trophies to Poland and thirteen to France, all from 
wild sources, for hunting trophy purposes. In addition, Chad exported one wild source skin to 
Poland for personal purposes. All originated in Chad. Thus, Chad exported sixteen wild source 
lions during the decade. Bauer et al. (2003) stated that, considering the small populations and 
their isolation, sustainable off-take in West Africa and Central Africa was “hardly possible”.  
The alarming situation of lions in Central Africa (Henschel et al., 2010) means that sustainable 
off-takes are less likely now than in 2003. Thus, it is of concern that 16 wild source lions were 
exported from Chad during the decade; this is 5 percent of the population (16 of 335). 
Annualized, these exports represent less than 1 percent of the population (Table 4). 
 

g) Congo 
The lion is likely to be extinct in Congo (Henschel et al., 2010). Between 1999 and 2008, Congo 
exported two teeth to Norway from an illegal source for personal purposes. 
 

h) Côte d'Ivoire 
Between 1999 and 2008, only one skin was exported from Côte d'Ivoire in 2001; it was from a 
wild source, originated in Côte d'Ivoire and was traded for commercial purposes to the U.S.. The 
one lion skin exported from Cote d’Ivoire to the U.S. for commercial purposes may have been 
the last lion in the country, since Henschel et al. (2010) did not find any lions in that country. 
Thus, it is of concern the U.S. legally imported a lion skin from Côte d'Ivoire a country that may 
no longer have lions.  
 

i) Ethiopia 
Between 1999 and 2008, 399 lion specimens were exported from Ethiopia (Table A36). Most 
were specimens for scientific purposes. However, exports included 14 trophies for hunting 
trophy purposes, and two skins for personal purposes (Tables A37 and A38), all from wild 
source lions that originated in Ethiopia. This represents at least 16 wild lions which is two 
percent of the population (16 of 1,239). Annualized, these exports represent less than one percent 
of the population (Table 4). The U.S. was the major importer of lion trophies from Ethiopia.  
 

j) Gabon 
From available evidence it seems likely that lions are extinct in Gabon (Henschel et al., 2010). 
Between 1999 and 2008, one skin and four trophies were exported from Gabon to France. Two 
trophies were pre-Convention and traded for personal purposes, two trophies were wild source 
and traded for hunting purposes, and one skin was wild source and traded for personal purposes. 
All were of Gabonese origin. This represents three wild source lions, 33 percent (3 of 10) of the 
population at the time. Annualized, these exports represent 3 percent of the population (Table 4). 
These legally exported specimens may have been Gabon’s last lions. 
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k) Kenya 
Trophy hunting was banned in Kenya in 1977 (Lindsey, Alexander, Frank, Mathieson, & 
Romanach, 2006), but commercial trade continues. Between 1999 and 2008, 2,108 lion 
specimens were exported from Kenya; most were scientific specimens (2,025 of 2,108 or 96 
percent) (Table A39). Exports also included 3 bodies, 8 claws, 1 garment, 50 hair, 5 leather 
products, one live animal, two skin pieces, 8 skins, three teeth and two trophies. All specimens 
exported were from wild lions that originated in Kenya (Table A40) except for one skin exported 
to France in 2003 which was from a captive-bred lion, two claws and 35 specimens which were 
from an illegal source, and two leather products and three skins which were pre-Convention 
(Table A41). Thus, Kenya exported 10 wild lions or their parts during the decade (adding three 
bodies, one live animal, four skins, and two trophies). Two of the bodies were part of a travelling 
exhibition and one was exported to the U.S. for personal purposes; the one live lion was exported 
to Uganda for reintroduction purposes; the four skins were exported to the Netherlands (1) and 
the U.S. (3) for personal purposes; and the two trophies were exported to the U.S. (1) and the 
U.K. (1) for personal purposes (Table A42). Exports also included 110 specimens exported to the 
U.S. for commercial purposes in 2000. Ten wild source lions were exported from Kenya during 
the decade; this is less than one percent of the population (10 of 2,515). Annualized, these 
exports represent less than one percent of the population (Table 4).  
 

l) Liberia 
Between 1999 and 2008, Liberia exported two live, wild source lions to South Africa in 2004 for 
commercial purposes. Liberia is not a lion range State (Bauer et al., 2008); however, the UNEP-
WCMC database identifies Liberia as the origin of these lions. 
 

m) Mozambique 
Between 1999 and 2008, Mozambique exported 953 lion specimens including teeth (697), 
trophies (162), skulls (46) and skins (44) (Table A43). None of the exported specimens 
originated in another country. Thus, this represents at least 206 lions (adding trophies and skins). 
Trends in the data include: the export of skins, skulls and teeth dropped off or ended after 2001 
and now the principal export is trophies which numbered, on average, 18 in the past five years. 
All specimens exported from Mozambique were of wild source and for personal or hunting 
trophy purposes only. Most trophies were exported to South Africa (47), the U.S. (41) or Spain 
(41) (Table A44). Very few lion specimens were traded for personal purposes (Table A45), 
although 231 teeth were imported to the U.S. in 1999. Thus, it is of concern that 206 wild source 
lions were exported from Mozambique during the decade; this is 30 percent of the population 
(206 of 678). Annualized, these exports represent 3 percent of the population (Table 4). A more 
recent population estimate speculates that there are a greater number of lions in Mozambique 
than previously thought (Chardonnet et al., 2009). 
 

n) Namibia 
Between 1999 and 2008, Namibia exported 1,013 lion specimens including 683 scientific 
specimens, trophies (168), skins (42), live animals (5) and bodies (2). This represents the export 
of at least 217 lions (adding trophies, skins, live animals and bodies) (Table A46). Of the 1,013 
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lion specimens exported from Namibia, 1,008 or 99.5 percent, were from wild sources. This 
represents the export of at least 212 wild lions (adding trophies (167), live (1), skins (42) and 
bodies (2)) (Table A47). However, of these, the one live lion originated in South Africa, two 
trophies came from Tanzania, two from Zimbabwe and three from South Africa. Thus the total 
number of wild source lions of Namibian origin exported during the decade was 204. Very few 
specimens from non-wild sources were exported from Namibia (Table A48). Of the 1,008 wild 
source lion specimens in trade, 305 or 30 percent, were traded for hunting trophy purposes 
(Table A47). These included 7 skins and 133 trophies. The U.S. was the main importer of lion 
specimens from Namibia for hunting trophy purposes (Table A49). Of the 1,008 wild source lion 
specimens, 78 or 7.7 percent, were for personal purposes (Table A50). These included two 
bodies, 29 skins, and 38 trophies. Wild source specimens were also traded for the additional 
purposes including: circus /travelling exhibition (1), commercial (72) and skins (5) (Table A51). 
Thus, it is of concern that 204 wild source lions were exported from Namibia during the decade; 
this is 25 percent of the population (204 of 801). Annualized, these exports represent 2.5 percent 
of the population (Table 4).  
 
The number of trophies exported from Namibia grew from 10.4 per year on average between 
1999 and 2003 to 23.2 per year on average between 2004 and 2008. Packer et al. (2009) 
discussed the historic over-utilization of lions in Southern Africa, stating that “…off-takes 
peaked then fell sharply in the 1980’s and 1990’s in Botswana, CAR, Namibia, Tanzania, 
Zambia and Zimbabwe”. This downward harvest trend “most likely reflected declining 
population sizes: success rates (as measured by harvest/quota) have fallen” for lions (Packer et 
al., 2009, p. 2). This occurred even as demand for lion trophies has grown in the U.S. and has 
held stable in the European Union since the mid-1990s. Packer et al. (2009) identified Namibia 
as one of the countries where trophy hunting is likely to have contributed to the decline in lion 
populations in the 1980s and 1990s.  
 

o) Niger 
Between 1999 and 2008, Niger exported eleven live lions: two wild source lions were exported 
to Nigeria for commercial purposes; two ranch-raised and three captive-bred lions were exported 
to Nigeria for zoo purposes; two captive-bred lions were exported to Togo for personal purposes; 
and two captive-bred lions were exported to Côte d'Ivoire for educational purposes. All exports 
originated in Niger. This means that at least two wild source lions were exported from Niger 
during the decade. Bauer et al. (2003) stated that, considering the small populations and their 
isolation, sustainable off-take in West Africa and Central Africa was “hardly possible”. Thus, it 
is of concern that 2 wild source lions were exported from Niger during the decade; this is 3 
percent of the population (2 of 59). Annualized, these exports represent less than 1 percent of the 
population (Table 4). 
 

p) Nigeria 
From 1999 to 2008, Nigeria exported two lion teeth to the U.S., derived from an illegal source 
for personal purposes. 
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q) Senegal 
Between 1999 and 2008, Senegal exported six captive-bred live lions to South Africa for 
commercial purposes (three in 1999 and three in 2000), and two captive-bred live lions to 
Mauritania for zoological purposes (both in 2000). All originated in Senegal.  
 

r) South Africa 
Between 1999 and 2008, South Africa exported the parts of at least 5,186 lions (comprising 
trophies (3,983), skins (630), live (514) and bodies (59)) (Table A52). Of these, 2,962 (about 57 
percent) were reported to be from wild lions (adding trophies (2,413), skins (453), live (57) and 
bodies (39)) (Table A53). Unlike any other range State, South Africa also exported a large 
number of wild source lion specimens that did not originate in South Africa. During that same 
time period, 316 wild sourced lion trophies, 397 wild source skins and 3 wild source bodies were 
imported to South Africa (Table A54) but it is impossible to know from the data how many of 
these stayed in South Africa or were re-exported. However, it is possible to learn from the data 
that a minimum of 88 trophies and 12 skins that originated from wild sources in other range 
States were exported by South Africa during the decade. This means that the impact of 
international trade on the wild population of lions in South Africa should be determined based on 
the removal of 2,862 wild lions over the past decade (subtracting the wild imported lion trophies 
(88) and skins (12) from the wild exported lion parts (2,962)). However, it must be noted that 
South Africa also produces and exports parts of captive-bred lions, and also imports and then re-
exports lion parts from other African range States, but those numbers are not included in these 
figures. Indeed, despite the presence of these captive-bred source lions, the average number of 
wild source lion trophies exported annually from South Africa appears to have nearly doubled 
from 168 in the first half of the decade (1999-2003) to 313 in the second half (2004-2008).  
 
The source countries for the parts of wild lions imported into South Africa were Tanzania, 
Mozambique, Zimbabwe, Zambia, Botswana and Namibia. Thus, it is of concern that 2,862 wild 
source lions were exported from South Africa during the decade; this is 87 percent of the 
population (2,862 of 3,284). Annualized, these exports represent 8.7 percent of the population 
(Table 4). Since the estimated number of wild lions in South Africa in 2002 ranges between 
2,716 and 3,852 it seems highly unlikely that the aforementioned 2,862 South African lions 
involved were all wild source. Therefore, the South Africa trade data specifically must be treated 
with caution. Furthermore, South Africa does not rigorously enforce a strict age minimum for 
trophies. 
 
While the overall Continent-wide trade in wild source lion specimens wavered roughly between 
300-600 specimens per year with no trend over the decade, the international trade in lion trophies 
of wild source from South Africa rose significantly, from 137 specimens in 1999 to 454 in 2008 
(Table A53). No such trend was observed for skins or bodies. South Africa also imported wild 
source lion specimens over the decade (Table A54) including 202 claws, 92 live, 397 skins, 140 
skulls, 466 teeth and 316 trophies.  
 
Purposes of international trade in wild source lions from South Africa reveal that trade:  
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• For hunting trophy purposes were by far the largest in number of all the purpose 
categories and imports to the U.S. far exceeded numbers imported to other countries 
(Table A55). 

• In live animals for circus and travelling exhibit purposes were relatively few but included 
one body exported to South Korea in 2008 and 15 lions exported to Zimbabwe in 2002 
(Table A56). 

• For commercial purposes included trophies, claws and skins but in low numbers 
compared to those for hunting trophy purposes (Table A57). 

• For educational purposes included imports by China of 2 bodies in 2005, 3 skins in 2007, 
52 specimens in 2007-2008, and 20 trophies in 2006-2008 (Table A58). 

• For medical purposes included 88 specimens imported to Chile in 1999 (Table A59). 
• For personal purposes included 23 trophies imported by China (Table A60). 

 
Regarding the hunting of captive-bred lions, Packer et al. (2006) stated, “Captive-bred hunting 
undermines the conservation credibility of the hunting industry and does nothing to preserve lion 
habitat” (p. 9). Closer examination of the data revealed that the international trade in captive-
bred source lions and lion parts from South Africa rose significantly over the course of the 
decade, from 56 specimens in 1999 to 969 in 2008 (Table A61). In particular, the number of 
bodies, bones, live animals and trophies from captive-bred lions rose dramatically over the 
period. In 2008 alone, the parts of at least 852 captive-bred lions (adding bodies (13), skins (14), 
trophies (707) and live animals (128)) were exported from South Africa.  
 
Purposes of international trade in captive-bred lions from South Africa reveal that trade:  

• For hunting trophy purposes were by far the largest in number of all the purpose 
categories and imports to the U.S. far exceeded numbers imported to other countries 
(Table A62). 

• For commercial purposes included 25 live lions imported by Togo in 2004, 14 by 
Thailand 2006-2008, and 10 by Zimbabwe in 2008 (Table A63). 

• For educational purposes included 10 live lions imported by China in 2003 and 2004 
(Table A64). 

• For personal purposes included 60 bones and 16 skin pieces imported to Vietnam (Table 
A65). 

• For zoo purposes were relatively few in number and unremarkable in trend, with the 
exception of the importation by Thailand of 54 live lions in 2006-2008 (Table A66). 

 
It should also be noted that South Africa imported 131 captive-bred source live lions during the 
decade for breeding purposes including: fifteen from Argentina (a non-range State), one each 
from Spain, Germany and France (non-range States), three from Indonesia (a non-range State), 
33 from Swaziland, and 77 from Zimbabwe. South Africa also imported eight live wild source 
lions for breeding purposes including one from the United Arab Emirates (a non-range State) and 
seven from Swaziland. Another nine captive-born lions were imported from Swaziland for 
breeding purposes. South Africa also imported 69 captive-bred live lions during the decade for 
commercial purposes: twelve from Argentina (a non-range State), four from Belgium (a non-
range State), twenty from Spain (a non-range State), seven from Italy (a non-range State), eight 
from Portugal (a non-range State), six from Senegal, eleven from Zimbabwe, and one from 
Germany (a non-range State). Fourteen captive-born live lions from Botswana were also 
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imported by South Africa for commercial purposes. Finally, South Africa imported 74 wild 
source live lions for commercial purposes: Four from Botswana, 16 from Spain; two from 
Liberia and 52 from Zimbabwe. It should be noted that these purposes are not for traveling 
exhibitions, such as circuses, or zoos. It is possible that these lions are being used for canned 
hunting purposes either as breeders or to be shot as trophies. 
 
There is increasing concern that South African exports of lion bones are going to Asia for use in 
Traditional Chinese Medicine, both for its own perceived value and as a replacement for tiger 
parts; the illegal trade in tiger parts has had severe, negative impacts on wild tiger populations 
(Nowell & Ling, 2007). In this regard, it is of interest is that 60 of the 70 bones traded 
internationally from South Africa during the period were imported by Vietnam in 2008; there are 
no records of Vietnam importing bones prior to that year. These bones did not originate from 
wild lions ; they originated from captive-bred lions and were categorized as being traded for 
“personal” purposes (Table A65). It is not possible to draw conclusions about the impact of trade 
in these lion bones because the data are not precise enough to determine from how many lions 
those bones were derived.  
 

s) Sudan 
Between 1999 and 2008, Sudan exported 2 leather products to United Arab Emirates for personal 
purposes, 22 live animals to United Arab Emirates (six for commercial purposes, four for zoo 
purposes and the remainder for personal purposes), six live animals to Saudi Arabia for personal 
purposes, 19 live animals to Syrian Arab Republic (eight for commercial purposes and the 
remainder for zoo purposes), and one trophy to Saudi Arabia for personal purposes (Table A67). 
All exported specimens originated in Sudan and were wild source. Thus, Sudan exported at least 
48 wild source lions during the decade. Thus, it is of concern that 48 wild source lions were 
exported from Sudan during the decade; this is 6 percent of the population (48 of 866). 
Annualized, these exports represent less than 1 percent of the population (Table 4). 
 

t) Swaziland 
Between 1999 and 2008 Swaziland exported 46 live lions to South Africa for breeding (42) and 
circus/travelling exhibition (4) purposes: seven were from wild sources (all for breeding 
purposes), 30 from captive-bred sources and nine from captive-born sources. In addition, one 
trophy from a wild source lion that originated in South Africa was exported to Greece for 
personal purposes. This means that at least seven wild lions of Swazi origin were exported 
during the decade. Thus, it is of concern that 7 wild source lions were exported from Swaziland 
during the decade; this is 33 percent of the population (7 of 21). Annualized, these exports 
represent 3 percent of the population (Table 4). Swaziland has such a small population of lions 
that even this number cannot be sustainable. 
 

u) Tanzania 
Between 1999 and 2008, Tanzania exported 4,926 lions and lion parts. This included 2,083 
trophies, one live animal, and 102 skins, representing a minimum of 2,186 lions (Table A68). In 
contrast to South Africa, virtually none of the specimens exported by Tanzania were from a 
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captive-bred source (the exception being one trophy imported by the U.S. in 2000). The only 
other source of specimens in trade was “illegal” and these were very few (Table A69). Tanzania 
did not export lions for breeding, circus, education, enforcement, medical, reintroduction, or zoo 
purposes. Tanzania exported very few lions or their parts for commercial purposes (Table A70). 
Setting aside scientific specimens from wild source lions (Table A71), virtually all of the lion 
specimens exported from Tanzania were for hunting trophy purposes (Table A72). Unlike South 
Africa, only four of the exported trophies originated in another country (all from South Africa). 
At least 2,131 wild lions were killed in Tanzania over the past decade for the international trade 
in hunting trophies (adding “trophies” (2,015) and “skins” (87) and subtracting the four imported 
trophies). An additional 67 items were exported for personal purposes, representing 62 wild lions 
(Table A73). Most wild source lion skins exported from Tanzania for hunting trophy purposes 
went to South Africa (44) and Germany (29) (Table A74). The U.S. is the largest importer of 
wild source hunting trophies exported from Tanzania, with 47 percent (956); other major 
importers were France (283), Spain (212), Mexico (122) and South Africa (109) (Table A75). 
Thus, it is of concern that 2,186 wild source lions were exported from the Tanzania during the 
decade; this is 20 percent of the population (2,186 of 10,753). Annualized, these exports 
represent 2 percent of the population (Table 4). 
 
Lion off-take for trophy hunting in Tanzania is considered to be unsustainable. In trophy hunting 
areas the primary cause of declines in lion populations is trophy hunting (Packer et al., 2011). 
Packer et al. (2009) identified Tanzania as one of the countries where trophy hunting is likely to 
have contributed to the decline in lion populations in the 1980s and 1990s. The U.S. is by far the 
largest importer of hunting trophies from Tanzania. 
 

v) Togo 
Between 1999 and 2008, Togo exported one wild source trophy to South Africa in 2001 for 
hunting trophy purposes, one skin from a ranch-raised lion to South Africa in 2001 for personal 
purposes, and one captive-bred live lion that originated in South Africa, to Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya in 2002 for personal purposes. It is of concern that one wild source lion was legally 
exported from Togo in 2001 because there were no known resident lions as of 2002 (Bauer & 
Van Der Merwe, 2004). The presence of wild lions in Togo remains uncertain (Bauer et al., 
2008). 
 

w) Zambia 
Between 1999 and 2008, Zambia exported 567 lion specimens, the vast majority of which were 
trophies (498) (Table A76). This represents at least 530 lions (adding skins (29), live animals (3), 
and trophies (498)). All but nine specimens (three live animals plus six trophies) were from wild 
sources (Table A77). The parts of at least 521 wild source lions were traded during the decade 
(adding wild source trophies (492) and skins (29)) (Table A78). However, one of the trophies of 
wild source originated in South Africa; thus the total number of wild source lions of Zambian 
origin exported is 520. The main purpose of this trade was hunting trophies (470 of 567 
specimens) and the U.S. was the main importer of these (262 of 470) (Table A79). Only 26 
specimens were traded for other purposes including personal, commercial and scientific (Table 
A80). Thus, it is of concern that 520 wild source lions were exported from Zambia during the 
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decade; this is 22 percent of the population (520 of 2,350). Annualized, these exports represent 
over 2 percent of the population (Table 4). 
 
Packer et al. (2009) discussed the historic over-utilization of lions in Southern Africa, stating that 
off-take peaked then fell sharply in the 1980’s and 1990’s in Botswana, CAR, Namibia, 
Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe. This downward harvest trend “most likely reflects declining 
population sizes: success rates (as measured by harvest/quota) have fallen” for lions (Packer et 
al., 2009, p. 2). This occurred even as demand for lion trophies has grown in the U.S. and has 
held stable in the European Union since the mid-1990s. The steepest declines in lion harvests 
occurred in jurisdictions with the highest harvest intensities. Packer et al. (2009) identified 
Zambia as one of the countries where trophy hunting is likely to have contributed to the decline 
in lion populations in the 1980s and 1990s. 
 

x) Zimbabwe 
Between 1999 and 2008, Zimbabwe exported 2,043 lion specimens including 871 trophies, 536 
claws, 146 skins, 20 bodies and 145 live (Table A81). This represents at least 1,182 lions (adding 
trophies, skins, bodies and live). The total number of exports has decreased over the decade, as 
has the number of exported trophies, skins and skulls. The vast majority of specimens exported 
were wild source, the exceptions being 181 that were captive-bred (Table A82), one that was F1 
captive-born (Table A83), 89 from illegal sources (Table A84), and 16 that were ranch-raised 
(Table A85). Captive-bred lions were exported for a variety of purposes including 77 exported to 
South Africa for breeding, 10 live lions to Kenya and 11 to South Africa for commercial 
purposes (Table A82). A total of 868 wild source lion specimens were exported for commercial 
purposes including 343 claws, 229 trophies, 94 skins, 63 live animals, and 15 bodies; this 
represents a minimum of 401 wild source lions exported for commercial purposes (Table A86).  
 
The main importer of wild source lion parts for commercial purposes was the U.S. (Table A87). 
A total of 961 wild source lion specimens were exported for hunting trophy purposes including 
706 trophies, 1 body, 40 skins and 160 claws. This represents a minimum of 747 wild lions 
exported for hunting trophy purposes (Table A88). The main importer of wild source lion parts 
as hunting trophies was the U.S. (Table A89). A total of 120 wild source lion specimens were 
exported for personal purposes including 48 trophies, 19 skins, 1 body and 27 claws (Table 
A90); this represents a minimum of 68 wild source lions exported for personal purposes. The 
U.S. imported some of these (Table A91). In addition, 56 wild source lion specimens were 
exported for circus, education and scientific purposes (Table A92) including 15 live wild lions 
for circus or travelling exhibition purposes and two skins for educational purposes. This 
represents 17 wild source lions exported for these purposes. Thus, in total, during the decade, 
Zimbabwe exported 1,233 wild source lions. However, Zimbabwe also imported 19 of these wild 
source lions (all trophies) from other countries: four from Tanzania, seven from South Africa, 
three from Zambia, three from Mozambique, and two from Botswana. Thus the total number of 
wild source lions of Zimbabwean origin exported during the decade totaled 1,214. Thus, it is of 
concern that 1,214 wild source lions were exported from the Zimbabwe during the decade; this is 
89 percent of the population (1,214 of 1,362). Annualized, these exports represent 8.9 percent of 
the population (Table 4), a percentage not considered to be sustainable (Packer et al., 2006; 
Packer et al., 2009).  
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Packer et al. (2009) discussed the historic over-utilization of lions in Southern Africa, stating that 
“...off-takes peaked then fell sharply in the 1980’s and 1990’s in Botswana, CAR, Namibia, 
Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe”. This downward harvest trend “…most likely reflected 
declining population sizes: success rates (as measured by harvest/quota) have fallen” for lions 
(Packer et al., 2009, p. 2). This occurred even as demand for lion trophies has grown in the U.S. 
and has held stable in the European Union since the mid-1990s. The steepest declines in lion 
harvests occurred in jurisdictions with the highest harvest intensities (Packer et al., 2009).  
 
Packer et al. (2006) stated that lion hunting off-take in Zimbabwe is unsustainable with harvests 
of male lions in some areas reaching “exceptionally high” levels (11 males/1000 km2 in the 
Matetsi Safari Area in 1990). From 1988 to 2004, Zimbabwe harvested a higher proportion of 
lions than any other country, and its off-take rate has been up to three times more than most other 
countries in that same time period (Packer et al., 2006). However, the number of trophies 
exported by Zimbabwe has decreased in recent years from about 106 per year for1999-2003 to 
about 67 per year in 2004-2010 (Packer et al., 2009). 

5. Domestic Hunting  
 
The African lion is killed for purposes that do not involve international trade; however, there are 
no comprehensive data on the levels or impact of these activities.  

6. Traditional Practices 
 
The African lion is used for traditional purposes in Africa. For example, body parts of lions, 
including fat, skin, organs and hair are highly valued for treatment of a variety of different 
ailments in Nigeria, with lion fat being the most highly valued (Morris, n.d.). A household 
questionnaire in rural communities found that 62 percent of respondents described using lion fat 
in medicine, with just over half of those respondents reporting to have used it in the last 3 years 
(Morris, n.d.). The putative medicinal benefits included were the healing of fractured and broken 
bones, back pain and rheumatism (Morris, n.d.). Hunting African lions for their skins for use in 
traditional ceremonies is considered to be the primary threat to lions in certain African countries, 
including Guinea-Bissau and parts of Guinea (Brugiere, Badjinca, Silva, Serra, & Barry, 2005). 
The use of lions in traditional African medicine also occurs in East Africa, although it is not well 
documented. For example, in May 2010 it was reported that five lions killed close to Queen 
Elizabeth National Park in Uganda were poisoned for their skin and medicinal value (Karugaba, 
2010). Lion fat is also used in traditional medicine in Tanzania (Baldus, 2004).  

C. Disease or Predation 
 
Habitat loss, persecution and exploitation have been long-considered threats to large carnivores 
but in recent years disease has come to be viewed as an emerging issue. According to Cleaveland 
et al. (2007) the canine distemper virus and rabies have been major pathogens affecting wild 
carnivore populations, calling into question the opinion that diseases are always a “natural 
regulatory component of ecosystems” (p.613). In the African lion, risk of disease is believed to 
be increasing because populations have become isolated, placing them at a higher risk when 
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confined by fencing (Keet et al., 2009). In addition, their increasing proximity to man and 
domestic animals exposes them to new diseases (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b). 

1. Viral Diseases 
Viruses known to infect the African lion include canine distemper virus, feline leukemia virus, 
feline immunodeficiency virus, feline herpesvirus, feline calicivirus, feline parvovirus, and feline 
coronavirus. While viral infections and their impacts are well-studied in domestic cats, with free-
ranging lions, there is only limited available (Hofmann-Lehmann et al., 1996).  
 
More than 40 years of continuous research on lions in Serengeti National and Ngorongoro 
Crater, Tanzania, has advanced what is known about the prevalence of six of the seven viruses 
(feline leukemia was absent) known to infect lions (Packer et al., 1999). Based on this research, 
two viruses (feline herpesvirus and feline immunodeficiency virus) are believed to be endemic in 
the host populations and four (feline calicivirus, parvovirus and coronavirus, and canine 
distemper virus) “…repeatedly show a pattern of seroprevalence indicative of discrete disease 
epidemics” (Packer et al., 1999).  
 

a) Canine Distemper Virus 
 
In 1991 and 1992, captive felids in U.S. zoos were found infected with CDV-like morbilliviruses 
(Harder et al., 1995) and in 1994, one-third of the lions in Serengeti National Park died from the 
disease (Craft, Volz, Packer, & Meyers, 2009).  
 
In 2001, a CDV epidemic (coupled with tick-borne diseases) wiped out at between 34 and nearly 
40 percent of Tanzania’s Ngorongoro Crater lion population (Kissui & Packer, 2004; Munson et 
al., 2008). Scientists examined serological exposure to CDV in these well-studied populations 
and found that at least five “silent” CDV epidemics had occurred between 1976 and 2006 with 
little mortality or clinical signs of the disease (Munson et al., 2008).  
 
The fatal 1994 and 2001 epidemics coincided with unusually high levels of babesia infections. 
According to Munson et al. (2008) babesia is a “tick-borne intraerythrocytic protozoan 
(hemoparasite) that usually infects the African lion at low levels without compromising their 
health” (p. 3).  Both outbreaks were preceded by extreme drought conditions that led to die-offs 
of host animals such as buffalo. When the rains returned, the surviving animals were heavily 
infected with ticks, which led to the higher babesia levels in the lion populations.  
 
Climate extremes, such as severe and unseasonal droughts, can exacerbate the severity and 
occurrence of die-offs caused by CDV as well as the occurrence of deadly co-infections. (Kissui 
& Packer, 2004; Munson et al., 2008,). The Serengeti lion population eventually recovered to 
pre-epidemic levels due to high cub survival. Repeated outbreaks of CDV over a relatively short 
time span have prevented recovery of the Ngorongoro population to its carrying capacity (Packer 
et al., 2011).  This population has been rendered especially vulnerable due to inbreeding and 
close proximity to human populations (Kissui & Packer, 2004). 
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b) Feline Immunodeficiency Virus  
 
FIV is found in the domestic cat, in which it causes an AIDS-like immunodeficiency disease 
(Troyer et al., 2004) and which permanently infects the host. Collectively, Olmsted et al. (1992), 
Troyer et al. (2004), and Osofky et al. (1996) have documented FIV in eight wild cat species 
including the African lion (as cited in Roelke et al., 2009). The African lion is infected with a 
lion-specific strain of FIV, known as FIVple, of which there are multiple, highly-divergent 
strains (O’Brien, S.J., Troyer, J.L., Roelke, M., Marker, L., & Pecon-Slattery, J., 2006; Troyer et 
al., 2004). “FIVple is thought to be a relatively old virus perhaps infecting lions for thousands of 
years” (Roelke et al., 2009, p.3). It is uncertain how FIVple affects the African lion, although 
anecdotal reports of morbidity from FIVple  exist (Roelke et al., 2009).  
 
FIV infection is common in East Africa and South Africa, with infection rates in four sampled 
lion populations ranging from 70 to 91 percent (Brown, Yuhki, Packer, & O’Brien, 1994). The 
Serengeti lion population incidence of FIV is very high and has been consistently maintained 
over many years and is, therefore, believed to be endemic (Brown et al., 1994; Hofmann-
Lehmann et al., 1996 ; Olmsted et al., 1992; Packer et al., 1999, Troyer et al., 2005).  
 
Following a study in Botswana (1999-2006) in which infected and uninfected African lions were 
anesthetized and sampled on multiple occasions, Roelke et al. (2009) found “relative increases in 
the occurrence of specific and non-specific clinical symptoms including lymphdenopathy, 
gingivitis, papillomas, dehydration, and loss of coat condition were found in FIVple-infected 
lions, as were biochemical profiles indicative of hyperglobulinemia, anemia, and 
hypoalbuminemia” (p. 3).  Roelke et al. (2009) cautions,  
 

Given the high prevalence of FIVple in many lion populations, it is evident that in several 
different  ecosystems many lions with FIVple have survived and thrived. However, 
in natural settings, small decreases in fitness can have large effects during times of 
stress. Thus, while FIVple-infected animals may do well under normal circumstances, 
they may potentially be more sensitive than uninfected animals to secondary assaults, 
such as new disease outbreaks. (p.9) 

c) Other Viral Diseases 
 
Herpesvirus has caused the death of a captive lion (Craft, 2008), but although 100 percent of the 
Serengeti population is infected, clinical signs of disease have not been detected (Craft, 2008). 
Lions in the Serengeti have also been exposed to periodic outbreaks of feline parvovirus, 
calicivirus and coronavirus. However, there have been no consistent signs of clinical disease, 
excess mortality or decreases in lion fecundity due to infections from any of these three viruses 
(Driciru et al., 2006; Hofmann-Lehmann et al., 1996; Packer et al., 1999; Spencer, 1991; Spencer 
& Morkel, 1993).  
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2. Bovine Tuberculosis 
 
Bovine tuberculosis (bTB) is caused by Mycobacterium bovis. Although it infects a wide range 
of African wildlife (Cleaveland et al., 2007), it is not indigenous to Africa and was most likely 
brought to the Continent through the importation of cattle from Europe (Michel et al., 2006). 
African wildlife has not yet developed immunity to bTB and many species have the potential to 
act as a reservoir of infection (Renwick, White, & Bengis, 2007).  bTB is a growing concern 
(Cleaveland et al., 2007) associated, in part, with increased numbers of domestic livestock and 
the increased overlap between livestock and wildlife (Renwick et al., 2007).  
 
In Kruger National Park, South Africa, bovine tuberculosis spread to wild animal populations 
through the intermingling of domestic cattle with wild Cape buffalo (Syncerus caffer), sometime 
in the late 1950s or early 1960s (Keet et al., 2009). The disease has since spread throughout the 
park by the migration of the Cape buffalo. The buffalo are referred to as “maintenance hosts” as 
they do not experience the serious physical affects associated with the disease. The pathogen is 
also present in kudu (Tragelaphus strepsiceros), and other species in the Park (Keet et al., 2009), 
and is contracted by lions through the ingestion of infected prey (Keet et al., 2009). Organs such 
as the lungs and the lymph nodes contain most of the infectious material (Renwick et al., 2007). 
Once infected, lions may transmit the disease to other lions primarily through inhalation and 
secondarily through percutaneous contact (i.e. biting and scratching) (Keet et al., 2009).  
 
In many parts of the Kruger Park, buffalo are the primary prey of lions and over 80 percent of 
lions were infected by bTB. The clinical signs of infection in lions include respiratory problems, 
emaciation, lameness and blindness (Renwick et al., 2007). Once an individual lion becomes 
infected, it will either become latently infected or develop the disease, become clinically 
affected, and die. Approximately 20 percent of infected lions remain disease-free (latent), and 80 
percent became infectious (i.e., diseased and contagious) within a five year period (Keet et al., 
2009). However, despite the high incidence of the disease, the Kruger lion population has 
remained constant over the past 20 years (Ferreira & Funston, 2010). 
 
Bovine tuberculosis has also been confirmed in a number of wild ungulate species in the 
Serengeti and Tarangire ecosystems in northern Tanzania (Cleaveland et al., 2005) and the 
Ruaha ecosystem in Tanzania (Mazet et al., 2009). Serological tests of lions in the Serengeti 
demonstrate their exposure to bTB since at least 1984; however, the incidence of the disease has 
remained below 4 percent for the past 20 years (Cleaveland et al., 2007). The disease has been 
detected in buffalo in Gonarezhou National Park in Zimbabwe. It is also found in Queen 
Elizabeth National Park in Uganda (Chardonnet et al., 2010).  

3. Other Diseases 
 
Domesticated pets such as cats and dogs have been known to transmit diseases to African lions 
such as rabies and feline leukemia virus (FLV) (Chardonnet et al., 2010) but neither disease is 
known to have inflicted measurable harm.  
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D. Inadequacy of Existing Regulatory Mechanisms 
 
The conservation, management and protection of the African lion is addressed either directly or 
by inference in several international treaties and regional agreements as well as by national laws 
and regulations of many African range States. However, as fully explained in this section, these 
regulatory mechanisms and/or their implementation and enforcement are inadequate to address 
existing threats to the survival of the African lion. 

1. International Law and Agreements 
 
There are several African regional agreements that have relevance to the African lion: the 
African Union’s African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources, 
1968; the Revised African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources, 
2003; and the Protocol on Wildlife Conservation and Law Enforcement of the Southern African 
Development Community, 1999 (Union Africaine, 2010; UNEP, 2009). 
 
The Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) addresses “conservation of biological diversity”, 
the “sustainable use” of its components and the “fair and equitable sharing of the benefits” 
arising from the use of biological and genetic resources. The CBD also provides guidelines to 
manage biodiversity, but does not provide specific protection for the African lion or any 
individual species. Nor is the lion protected under the Convention on Migratory Species (the 
Bonn Convention) (Convention on Migratory Species, 2009). The only international agreement 
that offers specific and significant protection to the African lion is CITES.  

a) CITES 
The African lion is used extensively for commercial, recreational, and scientific purposes. The 
main use of the African lion in this regard is as hunting trophies and for commercial purposes, 
both of which involve international trade. As shown earlier, the U.S. is by far the largest importer 
of such specimens.  
 
The African lion is listed on Appendix II of CITES by virtue of its inclusion in the cat family, 
Felidae, which is listed in its entirety on that Appendix. International trade in species listed on 
Appendix II must be strictly regulated in order to avoid utilization incompatible with their 
survival. Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora, art. 
II, Mar. 3, 1973.  Regulation of trade in specimens of Appendix II species is accomplished by the 
issuance of permits from the exporting country, and the presentation of those export permits to 
the importing country. The exporting country must ensure that a number of conditions are met 
before issuing an export permit. These are:  
 

(a) a Scientific Authority of the State of export has advised that such export will 
not be detrimental to the survival of that species;  
(b) a Management Authority of the State of export is satisfied that the specimen 
was not obtained in contravention of the laws of that State for the protection of 
fauna and flora; and  
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(c) a Management Authority of the State of export is satisfied that any living 
specimen will be so prepared and shipped as to minimize the risk of injury, 
damage to health or cruel treatment.” CITES, Article IV. 

 
Furthermore, a Scientific Authority of the exporting country must monitor both the export 
permits granted and the actual exports of such specimens. CITES, Article IV. 
  

Whenever a Scientific Authority determines that the export of specimens of any 
such species should be limited in order to maintain that species throughout its 
range at a level consistent with its role in the ecosystems in which it occurs and 
well above the level at which that species might become eligible for inclusion in 
Appendix I, the Scientific Authority shall advise the appropriate Management 
Authority of suitable measures to be taken to limit the grant of export permits 
for specimens of that species. 

 
The CITES Parties have recognized that proper implementation of Article IV is essential for the 
conservation of Appendix II species, CITES, Resolution Conf. 12.8 (Rev. CoP13), and national 
laws are paramount to that implementation. The Parties have agreed to a “Significant Trade 
Review” for certain Appendix II species where the biology and management of and trade in 
these species are examined and, when the provisions of Article IV are not being met, remedial 
measures are directed to the relevant Parties. Non-compliance with recommended measures can 
result in trade suspensions.  
 
Over the years it has become evident that many Parties, particularly lesser-developed countries, 
do not adequately implement Article IV due to financial constraints and lack of capacity (CITES, 
1992a). For example, Tanzania has trade suspensions in place for three species due to inadequate 
implementation of Article IV. CITES, Notification to the Parties 2010/012, 2010.  Although the 
African lion has not been the subject of a Significant Trade Review, some of the major lion 
exporting countries have been found to have inadequately implemented Article IV for other 
species. The African lion was suggested for inclusion in the Significant Trade Review in 2004 
and 2005, CITES Animals Committee, Summary Records, but was ultimately not reviewed. 
 
Currently, lion specimens are exported from countries where lion off-take is unsustainable and 
the U.S. imports lion specimens from countries where lion off-take is unsustainable (see the 
Commercial Trade section of this Petition, above). This is a clear indication that CITES Article 
IV is not being complied with, either due to insufficient domestic implementing legislation or 
inadequate enforcement, and that the Convention does not adequately protect the African lions 
from extinction. Further, the CITES-implementing legislation in the U.S., the ESA, does not 
currently provide any protection for the African lion — lion specimens are imported to the U.S. 
simply upon presentation of a CITES export permit from the country of export. There is no 
requirement under the ESA or CITES that the U.S. examine the basis for the permit or verify that 
the export permit was issued in compliance with CITES.  
 
In addition, CITES Article VIII requires Parties to “take appropriate measures to enforce the 
provisions of the Convention and to prohibit trade in specimens in violation thereof”. Resolution 
Conf. 8.4 (Rev. CoP15), on national laws for implementation of the Convention, established a 
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National Legislation Project in 1992 to review national legislation of Parties (CITES, 1992b). As 
a result of this review, Parties were categorized according to their level of compliance with 
Article VIII.  CITES Standing Committee, 2010, SC59, Doc. 11. Several major lion exporting 
countries, including South Africa, Tanzania, Mozambique, Botswana and Zambia, are currently 
listed under “Category 2”, which means they meet some, but not all, of the necessary legislative 
requirements for implementing CITES. Several lion exporting countries, including Central 
African Republic and Chad, are listed under “Category 3” which means they do not meet any of 
the necessary legislative requirements for implementing CITES. Thus, although they are Parties 
to CITES, none of these important lion range States have the national legislation necessary to 
fully implement the Convention. 

b) Rotterdam Convention 
 
The Rotterdam Convention on the Prior Informed Consent (PIC) Procedure for Certain 
Hazardous Chemicals and Pesticides in International Trade is an international instrument aimed 
at helping developing nations make informed decisions regarding the import of hazardous 
pesticides. The Convention requires that whenever a country makes an internally banned or 
severely-restricted chemical available for export, it must provide the importer with an export 
notification containing practical and detailed information about the chemical and the shipment 
(Secretariat for the Rotterdam Convention, 2006). Currently the PIC list does not contain some 
of the chemicals that have most often been used to poison African lions for retaliatory killing; 
therefore, this mechanism is inadequate to protect the African lion.  The U.S. is a signatory but 
not a party to this Convention, however, it has enacted a law, the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide 
and Rodenticide Act (see below), which requires the U.S. to undertake activities similar to those 
required under this Convention. 

c) African Union 
 

The African Union (AU), formed in 1992, is an intergovernmental organization comprising 53 of 
54 African States (only Morocco is not a member). It is a successor to the Organisation of 
African Unity (OAU) which was formed in 1963 and disbanded upon formation of the AU in 
1992. All African lion range States have ratified the AU Constituent Act (African Union, 2000), 
which provides, inter alia, an Executive Council to coordinate and take decisions on policies in 
areas of common interest to Member States, including environmental protection.  Article 13 
(1)(e). 
 
Two AU Conventions are relevant to African lion conservation: the African Convention on the 
Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (entered into force in 1968), and the Revised 
African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (negotiated in 2003, 
not yet entered into force). 
 
Parties to the African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (African 
Union 2010a), which entered into force in 1969, have agreed to “adopt the measures necessary to 
ensure conservation, utilization and development of soil, water, flora and fauna resources in 
accordance with scientific principles and with due regard to the best interests of the people” 
Article II. The Convention lists the African lion as a Class B protected species, Article VIII; 
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Class B species “shall be totally protected, but may be hunted, killed, captured or collected under 
special authorization granted by the competent authority.” Article VIII (1)(b).  Ten African lion 
range States—some of which are significant exporters of African lion specimens—have not 
ratified the Convention: Benin, Botswana, Burundi, Ethiopia, Guinea, Guinea Bissau, Namibia, 
Somalia, South Africa, and Zimbabwe. The remaining African lion range countries have ratified 
the Convention; nevertheless, this law does not provide sufficient protection for the African lion. 
 
The Convention does not establish a Secretariat or designate the role and frequency of meetings 
of the Conference of the Parties; it also does not contain enforcement measures to address non-
compliance with the Convention.  
 
Burundi, Ghana, Mali, Niger and Rwanda are the only African lion range States to have ratified 
the Revised African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (African 
Union, 2010b). The Revised Convention has not yet entered into force because fifteen Parties 
must ratify it and only eight have done so (African Union, 2003). 

d) SADC Protocol on Wildlife Conservation and Law Enforcement  
 

Eleven African lion range States have signed the Treaty of the Southern African Development 
Community (SADC): Angola, Botswana, DRC, Malawi, Mozambique, Namibia, South Africa, 
Swaziland, Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe (SADC, 2008). Among SADC’s objectives is to 
“achieve sustainable utilisation of natural resources and effective protection of the environment” 
Article 5 (g). Article 22 of SADC calls for the establishment of Protocols to achieve the Treaty’s 
objectives. The SADC Protocol on Wildlife Conservation and Law Enforcement of the Southern 
African Development Community (SADC, 1999) elaborates on Article 5 (g) of the Treaty. Its 
objectives are to:  
 

a) promote the sustainable use of wildlife; b) harmonise legal instruments governing 
wildlife use and conservation; c) enforce wildlife laws within, between and among 
States Parties; d) facilitate the exchange of information concerning wildlife 
management, utilisation and the enforcement of wildlife laws; e) assist in the 
building of national and regional capacity for wildlife management, conservation 
and enforcement of wildlife laws; f) promote the conservation of shared wildlife 
resources through the establishment of transfrontier conservation areas; and g) 
facilitate community-based natural resources management practices for 
management of wildlife resources (Article 4).  

 
With regard to wildlife management and conservation programs, Parties shall: “establish 
management programmes for the conservation and sustainable use of wildlife and integrate such 
programmes into national development plans” and “assess and control activities which may 
significantly affect the conservation and sustainable use of wildlife so as to avoid or minimise 
negative impacts.” Article 7 Parties are also to take measures to ensure the conservation and 
sustainable use of wildlife including:  
 

a) the protection of wildlife and wildlife habitats to ensure the maintenance of 
viable wildlife populations; b) prevention of over-exploitation and extinction of 
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species; c) restrictions on the taking of wildlife, including but not limited to 
restrictions on the number, sex, size or age of specimens taken and the locality 
and season during which they may be taken; and d) restrictions on trade in 
wildlife and its products, both nationally and internationally, as required by 
relevant international agreements.  

 
Article 12 of the Protocol concerning sanctions states:  
 

1. Sanctions may be imposed against any State Party which: a) persistently fails, 
without good reason, to fulfill obligations assumed under this Protocol; or b) 
implements policies which undermine the objectives and principles of this 
Protocol. 2. The Council [SADC Council of Ministers] shall determine whether 
any sanction should be imposed against a State Party and shall make the 
recommendation to the Summit if it decides that a sanction is called for. The 
Summit shall decide, on a case-by-case basis, the appropriate sanction to be 
imposed. 

 
However, it appears that no such sanctions have been considered or approved. 

e) Lusaka Agreement  
 

Five African lion range States are Parties to the Lusaka Agreement on Cooperative Enforcement 
Operations Directed at Illegal Trade in Wild Fauna and Flora: Kenya, Tanzania, Republic of 
Congo (Brazzaville), Uganda and Zambia. The Agreement entered into force in 1994 and is 
aimed at “facilitating cooperative activities in/among the Party states to the Lusaka Agreement, 
in carrying out investigations on violations of national laws pertaining to illegal trade in wild 
fauna and flora” (Lusaka Agreement Task Force, n.d.).  
 
The Lusaka Agreement is focused generally on fighting illegal wildlife trade in and between 
member States, including through wildlife enforcement officer training. The African lion could 
benefit in the future from such Lusaka Agreement activities but, to date, there have been no 
specific programs aimed at illegal lion trade. 

2. U.S. Law 
 

The two primary U.S. laws that pertain to the African lion are the ESA and the Lacey Act. The 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) also has implications for the 
African lion, as it pertains to American-made chemicals being exported to African lion range 
States where they are used to inter alia poison lions. 

a) Endangered Species Act 
 
The purpose of the ESA is “to provide a means whereby the ecosystems upon which endangered 
and threatened species depend may be conserved, to provide a program for the conservation of 
such endangered species and threatened species, and to take such steps as may be appropriate to 
achieve the purposes of . . . treaties and conventions” (including CITES). 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b). 



 50 
 

Thus, in addition to being the CITES-implementing legislation in the U.S., the ESA provides 
independent protections to species recognized as endangered. See 16 U.S.C. §§ 1538(a), 1539(a) 
(prohibiting take, import/export, and interstate/foreign commerce of endangered species, and 
permitting otherwise prohibited trade and commerce only for scientific purposes or to enhance 
the propagation or survival of the species).  
 
While the African lion has been listed on CITES Appendix II since 1976 as part of Family 
Felidae, CITES has not adopted any special measures, such as export quotas, for the species. 
Consequently, the importation of African lion specimens into the U.S. is currently allowed if 
such specimens, including trophies, arrive with a valid CITES export permit from an exporting 
country. As detailed in the Commercial Trade section of this Petition, lion specimens are 
exported from countries where lion off-take is unsustainable, and the U.S. imports more lion 
specimens than any other country, including from countries where lion off-take is unsustainable. 
This is a clear indication that lion-exporting countries are not complying with CITES Article IV 
and that the existing regulatory mechanism—inclusion of lions on CITES Appendix II with no 
separate ESA listing—is inadequate to address the international trade-related threats to the 
African lion. Without the Endangered listing that this Petition seeks, there is no requirement 
under federal law or CITES that the U.S. examine the basis on which the permit was granted or 
to ensure that import would provide a conservation benefit to the subspecies. 
 
The ESA allows for the listing of species as either Threatened or Endangered; however, as this 
Petition demonstrates, the African lion is in danger of extinction throughout a significant portion 
of its range and, therefore, should be listed as Endangered. Doing so will more fully protect the 
African lion from a variety of threats, including that posed by the continued importation of lion 
trophies to the U.S.. If the African lion were only to be listed as a Threatened species under the 
Act, the ESA would not prohibit the importation of lion trophies. Specifically, importation into 
the U.S. of any fish or wildlife shall “be presumed to be an importation not in violation of any 
provisions of this Act or any regulation issued pursuant to this Act” when:  
 

(A) such fish or wildlife is not an endangered species listed pursuant to section 4 
of this Act but is listed in Appendix II to the Convention, (B) the taking and 
exportation of such fish or wildlife is not contrary to the provisions of the 
Convention and all other applicable requirements of the Convention have been 
satisfied, (C) the applicable requirements of subsections (d), (e), and (f) of this 
section have been satisfied, and (D) such importation is not made in the course of 
a commercial activity. 

 
 
Regulations promulgated under the Act make clear that the USFWS does not consider hunters 
who import their personal sport-hunted trophies to be involved in a commercial activity 
(USFWS, 2007). Consequently, hunters who wish to import trophies of Threatened, CITES 
Appendix II species only require an export permit issued by the country of export. The Act 
would therefore not protect a threatened foreign species from detrimental trade in cases where a 
CITES export permit has been granted without a scientifically-based Non-Detriment Finding 
having been made.  
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If the African lion were to be listed as Endangered under the Act, the importation of lions and 
their parts—whether commercial or not—would be generally prohibited. Importations would 
only be allowed if a permit is obtained after it has been demonstrated that such importation 
would enhance the propagation or survival of the species or is for scientific purposes.  
 
However, as the subspecies is not listed under the Act, the African lion and its parts currently 
flow freely into the U.S. provided that they are accompanied by a CITES export permit. This 
means that the largest African lion importing country—the U.S.—has no protective measures for 
the species, despite evidence that such imports are having a detrimental impact; therefore, federal 
law is currently inadequate to protect the African lion from extinction. 

b) Lacey Act 
 

Under the Lacey Act, 16 U.S.C. §§ 3371-3378, it is unlawful to import, export, sell, acquire, or 
purchase fish, wildlife or plants taken, possessed, transported, or sold: 1) in violation of U.S. or 
Indian law, or 2) in interstate or foreign commerce involving any fish, wildlife, or plants taken 
possessed or sold in violation of State or foreign law. 16 U.S.C. § 3372(a)(1), (a)(2)(A). As 
discussed above, the cornerstone U.S. wildlife law, the ESA, does not provide any legal 
protection to the subspecies; thus, the African lion receives protection under this Act to the 
extent that specimens are in interstate or foreign commerce in violation of a foreign law or 
international treaty such as CITES.  The Captive Wildlife Safety Act (Pub. Law 108-191), which 
amended the Lacey Act in 2003, only regulates live lions and so does not address the majority of 
international trade in subspecies. 

c) Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act 
 

Under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), 7 U.S.C. §§ 136 et seq., 
and its implementing regulations, exporters of unregistered pesticides, including those - such as 
carbofuran - that have been used, inter alia, to illegally poison lions in Africa (Kahumbu, 2010), 
can export those pesticides provided they first obtain the foreign purchaser’s signature on a 
statement acknowledging that the pesticide is unregistered and cannot be sold in the U.S., 7 
U.S.C. § 136o(a)(2), and submit these statements to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 
However, the EPA’s Office of the Inspector General found that EPA does not ensure that 
pesticide manufacturers are complying with this section of FIFRA, which means that importing 
countries may not be fully aware of the hazards associated with the chemicals. Therefore, this 
regulatory mechanism is inadequate to protect the African lion.  

3. Lion Range Country Mechanisms 
 
Rapid decline in both the population and range of lions in Africa due to trophy hunting, 
commercial trade, loss of habitat and prey, and retaliatory killing, clearly shows that many range 
States do not appear to have adequate regulatory mechanisms to protect the African lion.  
 
It has been acknowledged that best management practices for trophy hunting have yet to be fully 
incorporated into existing regulations in many countries (Packer et al., 2011) and that trade in 
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trophies is not adequately regulated by national laws, regional agreements, or international laws 
(IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006a). 
 
For example, despite a number of Tanzanian laws regarding lion trophy hunting, poorly-
regulated trophy hunting appears to have been the primary driver of the decline in lion 
abundance in Tanzania’s hunting areas (Packer et al., 2011) and is thought to be negatively 
affecting lion populations in adjacent National Parks (Packer et al., 2011). Numerous 
recommendations made by lion experts for improving Tanzania’s lion trophy hunting regulations 
have yet to be implemented by the government, including reduced quotas and mandatory 
minimum-age kills with independent age verification and subsequent bans on the export of 
under-age trophies (Packer et al., 2011). Regulatory concerns related to lion trophy hunting also 
exist for other countries. For example, in some parts of Mozambique quotas are largely based on 
information gathered from trophy hunting operators, who have a vested interest and the incentive 
to inflate lion numbers in order to increase their quota. This information is generally not 
corroborated by annual lion surveys (Chardonnet et al., 2009).  
 
With regard to laws regulating commercial trade in African lions and their parts throughout their 
entire range, lion range States have lack specific regulations to control the trade (IUCN SSC Cat 
Specialist Group, 2006a; IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b).  
 
Loss of habitat and prey is a major threat to the African lion throughout their range. For example, 
in Eastern and Southern Africa, there is a lack of supportive wildlife policy frameworks on a 
national level; indeed, such policies and planning are non-existent in many countries (IUCN SSC 
Cat Specialist Group, 2006a). Where such policies do exist, they are often ineffectively drawn 
and/or implemented, thus actually contributing to greater loss of habitat for African lions and 
their prey (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006a). In Tanzania, habitat protection measures are 
largely ineffective in stopping the continuing loss of grasslands, woodlands and forests, which 
serve as habitat for African lions and their prey. Between 1990 and 2005, Tanzania lost forest 
cover at a rate twice the average for low human development countries and five times the mean 
global rate (Chardonnet et al., 2010). More than 37 percent of the country’s forest and woodland 
habitat has disappeared since 1990 (Packer et al., 2009). 
 
Indiscriminate lion killing – including poisoning, trapping and shooting - has been found to be 
one of the most important threats to the African lion in areas with the most dense lion 
populations (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006a) and in some countries is the primary cause 
of lion mortality (Chardonnet et al., 2009). It is clear that existing laws are not adequately 
addressing this continuing problem (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006a). For example, 
despite a number of laws in Tanzania addressing control of problem animals, the government’s 
Problem Animal Control (PAC) efforts face significant challenges. Due to logistical and 
financial short-comings, PAC may have a negative impact on lion populations because the 
number of African lions killed is high and the operations often poorly controlled (Mésochina et 
al., 2010). In Mozambique, laws and regulations that govern hunting also allow for the control of 
problem lions through PAC. According to Chardonnet et al. (2009), “Lion PAC operations [in 
Mozambique] would be considerably improved with a clear logical framework, well-defined 
decision-making process and implementation procedures, as well as proper data analysis and 
reporting.” 
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Ineffective lion conservation policies and inadequate enforcement throughout many lion range 
States, as well as lack of efficacy of management and lack of government resources, have been 
identified as threats to the survival of lions (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006a; IUCN SSC 
Cat Specialist Group, 2006b). 

4. Conclusion 
 
In conclusion, despite various local, national, regional and international regulatory mechanisms, 
African lion populations have continued to decline and therefore, existing regulatory 
mechanisms do not appear to be sufficiently adequate for protecting and conserving the African 
lion. The African lion population has declined approximately 30 percent in the past twenty years 
(Bauer et al., 2008). The African lion is continuing to lose habitat and their natural prey is 
declining due to growing human pressures. Existing regulatory mechanisms are not preventing 
this downward spiral. Given many glaring deficiencies in existing regulatory mechanisms, 
coupled with the alarming and ongoing decline of the subspecies, it is clear that the current 
regulatory framework simply cannot guarantee the effective protection of the African lion. 
Listing Panthera leo leo as Endangered under the ESA would substantively contribute to the 
preservation of this keystone subspecies. 

E. Other Natural or Manmade Factors Affecting the Species’ Existence  

1. Retaliatory Killing 
             
A lack of prey and useable habitat pose serious threats to the continued existence of the African 
lion, and both stem from continuous and increasing competition with humans for vital resources 
and space. When the African lion prey-base is reduced by human or natural means, lions rely on 
domestic herds, particularly those herds that reside in areas adjacent to Protected Areas 
(Chardonnet et al., 2010). For example, Gebresenbet et al. (2009) reported that in Ethiopia, as 
wild prey disappeared, predation by lions on cattle and attacks on humans increased.  
  
Livestock depredation and attacks on humans are the main conflict between people and African 
lions (Chardonnet et al., 2010). As a result, retaliatory killing, as a consequence of livestock 
losses and threat to human life, is common throughout all of sub-Saharan Africa (Frank et al., 
2006). 
 
The indiscriminate nature of poisons is often responsible for the death of entire prides and 
together with spearing, retaliatory killings through poisoning are decimating lions in southern 
Kenya (Frank et al., 2006).  
  
Historically, a variety of chemicals including strychnine and various organophosphates have 
been used and are still used by a small number of commercial ranchers to poison lions. Recently 
however, a carbamate insecticide, carbofuran, seems to be one of the most commonly used 
(Frank et al., 2006). Carbamate pesticides, developed in the 1930s, are neurotoxins and have a 
relatively high mammalian toxicity (Otieno, Lalah, Virani, Jondiko, & Schramm, 2010). 
Carbofuran is an acetylcholine esterase inhibitor and causes acetylcholine to accumulate at the 



 54 
 

junction of a nerve cell and the receptor sites. This causes the nerves to fire continuously, leading 
to tremors, convulsions, and eventually death.  
  
Carbofuran comes in a liquid and granular form, but in Africa the granular form is most 
commonly used. In eastern lion range States it was readily available and legally sold over the 
counter and used to kill soil insects and nematodes, which threaten the production of a variety of 
crops (Otieno et al., 2010). A few grams of the odorless, tasteless poison can kill an adult lion. A 
small bottle of carbofuran can kill an entire pride and costs just a few dollars. According to a 
report submitted to the Kenyan Parliament, carbofuran was blamed for the deaths of at least 40 
lions in 2008 (Kahumbu, 2010). In addition to Kenya and Uganda, lion poisonings from 
carbofuran have been suspected in Tanzania, Zimbabwe, Namibia, South Africa, and Botswana 
and possible carbofuran poisonings have occurred in the Republic of the Congo, Rwanda and 
DRC (Joubert, personal communication, June 15, 2010). The American manufacturer of a 
carbofuran product called Furadan withdrew it from the markets in Kenyan, Tanzania and 
Uganda and instituted a buyback program in 2009 (FMC, 2009). However, as recently as January 
19, 2011, a lion was suspected to be killed with Furadan on the Tanzania side of the Tanzania-
Kenya border; this lion was most likely from Amboseli National Park on the Kenya side of the 
border (Frank, 2011). One year earlier, a pride of five Amboseli lions was poisoned suspectedly 
with Furadan on the Kenya side of the border (Frank, 2011). This illustrates that carbofuran and 
other chemicals, continue to threaten wild lions. 

2. Compromised Viability  
  
As habitat is lost across the continent, the African lion is increasingly restricted to small and 
disconnected populations, which increases the threat of inbreeding. Genetic population models 
have demonstrated that large lion populations with 50 to 100 prides are necessary to avoid 
negative consequences of inbreeding (Bjorklund, 2003). In addition, population connectivity is 
essential to allow males to be able to move to other areas in order to spread genes and conserve 
genetic variation (Bjorklund, 2003). In general, inbreeding has negative impacts on fecundity, 
survival, and growth, as well as increasing susceptibility to environmental stress and disease 
(Bjorklund, 2003). For example, it is believed that the lions in Ngorongoro Crater, Tanzania, are 
inbred, which increases their vulnerability to disease. As a result, canine distemper virus killed 
35 to 45 percent of lions in this population (Kissui & Packer, 2004).  

3. Ritual Killing 
 
Maasai tribesmen in East Africa hunt and kill lions for ritual purposes; a process called Ala-
mayo. In the Serengeti-Ngorongoro area, ritual kills, which number approximately 2 per year, are 
uncommon compared to retaliatory killing (3-4 per year), and trophy hunting (11.5 per year) 
(Packer et al., 2011). The same can also be said for the Tarangire National Park system (Packer 
et al., 2011). However, ritual killing may have more impact on lion populations than currently 
thought, or it may pose an exacerbating threat in conjunction with retaliatory killings and trophy 
hunting. At this point, there is a lack of information on the frequency and effect of ritual killing 
(Packer et al., 2011).  
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V. CONCLUSION 
 
This Petition demonstrates that the African lion subspecies meets the statutory criteria for an 
Endangered listing under the ESA. The subspecies is in “danger of extinction throughout all or a 
significant portion of its range” and, therefore, must be listed as Endangered throughout its 
range. 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6). The future security and viability the African lion is uncertain. The 
subspecies faces a multitude of threats, from unsustainable international trade in trophies to 
habitat loss; disease to retaliatory killings; loss of natural prey to commercial trade in parts. Lion 
numbers continue to decline precipitously. The African lion was likely extirpated in three range 
States where as recently as 2008 they were thought to be present. The African lion is 
increasingly rare outside Protected Areas and they are growing more isolated and fragmented 
throughout their shrinking range. Existing regulatory measures at the international, regional, and 
national levels are not adequately protecting African lion from these threats.  
 
As the U.S. is not part of the African lion’s natural range, protection under the ESA would occur 
by, inter alia, a prohibition on the import into the U.S. of lion specimens except where the 
import enhances the propagation or survival of the species or is for scientific purposes. 16 U.S.C. 
§§ 1538(a), 1539(a). Listing the African lion under the ESA would allow for and encourage the 
U.S. to provide lion range States with assistance in the development and management of 
programs useful to the conservation of the subspecies. Such a listing would also serve to 
heighten awareness of the importance of conserving the African lion among foreign 
governments, conservation organizations, and the general public. 
 
The iconic African lion is in danger of extinction if current trends are not reversed and if action 
is not taken now. The U.S. is the world’s largest importer of  African lions and their parts 
including hunting trophies and for commercial purposes such as the lion skin or claw trade. With 
this in mind, the U.S. must play a leading role in the effort to save the African lion. Listing the 
subspecies as Endangered under the ESA is a significant and necessary step toward controlling 
unsustainable exploitation of the subspecies by Americans, and toward bringing this crisis to the 
attention of the global conservation community.  
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Public Comments Processing 

Attn: FWS–R9– ES–2012–0025 

Division of Policy and Directives Management 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

4401 N. Fairfax Drive, MS 2042–PDM 

Arlington, VA 22203 

Via www.regulations.gov  

 

Re: Comments on Docket No. FWS-R9-ES-2012-0025 

 

Dear Ms. Van Norman, 

 

On March 1, 2011 a coalition of wildlife protection and conservation organizations — The 

Humane Society of the United States, Humane Society International, the Fund for 

Animals, Born Free USA, Born Free Foundation, Defenders of Wildlife, and the 

International Fund for Animal Welfare (“Petitioners”) — petitioned the Secretary of the 

Interior to list the African lion (Panthera leo leo) as an endangered subspecies pursuant to 

the Endangered Species Act (ESA, 16 U.S.C. §§ 1531 et seq.). On November 27, 2012, in 

response to our petition, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service issued a 90-day finding that 

listing the African lion subspecies as endangered may be warranted. 77 Fed. Reg. 70727 

(Nov. 27, 2012). In response, The Humane Society of the United States, Humane Society 

International, and the Fund for Animals hereby submit the following comments, on behalf 

of our more than 11 million members and constituents worldwide, supporting the Service’s 

90-day finding and requesting that the Service expeditiously issue a proposed rule listing 

the African lion subspecies as endangered.  See 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(B) (providing that 

when the Service determines a petitioned action is warranted, it “shall promptly publish…a 

proposed regulation to implement such action…”).  

 

http://www.regulations.gov/
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The ESA requires listing determinations to be made “solely on the basis of the best 

scientific and commercial data available...” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). See also New Mexico 

Cattle Growers v. U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, 248 F.3d 1277, 1284-85 (10th Cir. 2001) 

(quoting H.R. Rep. No. 97-567, pt. 1 at 29 (1982), “‘The addition of the word ‘solely’ is 

intended to remove from the process of listing or delisting of species any factor not related 

to the biological status of the species.’”); H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 835, 97th Cong. 2d Sess. 19-20 

(1982) (the limitations on the factors the Service may consider in making listing decisions 

were intended to “ensure that decisions . . . pertaining to listing . . . are based solely upon 

biological criteria and to prevent nonbiological considerations from affecting such 

decisions.”).  

 

The best available scientific and commercial data make clear that the threats to the 

continued existence of Panthera leo leo are operative and significant, and the Service is 

thus required to list this subspecies as endangered. See 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b) (the primary 

purpose of the ESA is to “provide a program for the conservation of such endangered 

species”); 16 U.S.C. § 1532(3) (the term “conservation” means “to use…all methods and 

procedures which are necessary to bring any endangered species or threatened species to 

the point at which the measures provided pursuant to this chapter are no longer 

necessary”). Since Petitioners submitted the listing petition nearly two years ago, 

additional scientific and commercial evidence has emerged further supporting the need to 

protect African lions under the ESA. As such, the evidence is stronger than ever that 

African lions are currently facing extinction and must be listed as endangered. 

 

Additional Evidence that the African Lion Subspecies is Disappearing 

 

The wild population of African lions has precipitously declined in recent decades.  As 

discussed in our petition, although the African lion continues to persist in 27 countries, 

many of these countries do not have sustainable populations. Indeed, since Petitioners 

asked for the African Lion subspecies to be listed as endangered, it has become even more 

clear that wild populations are declining across Africa and that the Service must take 

immediate action to protect the African Lion in order to ensure full compliance with the 

ESA’s conservation mandate. For example, recent evidence (Nyanganji et al. 2012) suggests 

that lions are currently at risk of extinction in Nigeria, with only 34 individuals living in 

that country, restricted to two protected areas.  

 

Our petition noted that Bauer et al. (2008) estimated the wild African lion population size 

to be between 23,000 and 39,000. A more recent study, Riggio et al. (2012), estimated the 

population to be approximately 32,000, which falls within the Bauer et al. (2008) range. 

Comparing the Riggio et al. (2012) estimate with the most quantitative estimate of the 

historic size of the African lion population (which resulted from a modeling exercise) that 

predicted there were 75,800 African lions in 1980 (Bauer et al. 2008), the wild lion 

population has dropped by  57.8% in the past 33 years. Riggio et al. (2012) also cautioned 
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that “countrywide estimates of lion numbers fail to capture the size and degree of isolation 

and consequent population viability” and that “there is abundant evidence of widespread 

declines and local extinctions.” Indeed, Riggio et al. (2012) noted that of the 20 areas 

suitable for lions in West and Central Africa (identified by experts who participated in two 

regional workshops in 2005 and 2006), 18 have lost their lions; each of these 18 areas 

contained fewer than 50 lions and, except for one, all were considered to be populations that 

were declining in numbers of individuals, thus demonstrating that small, declining 

populations are probably not viable. Riggio et al. (2012) identified only ten areas within all 

of Africa that are “lion strongholds” (those which (1) contain at least 500 individuals, (2) are 

within protected areas or designated hunting areas, and (3) where the numbers of lions are 

stable or increasing as assessed by the IUCN Cat Specialist Group). The lion strongholds 

occur in eight countries and contain approximately 24,000 lions in total (Riggio et al. 2012). 

Riggio et al. (2012) also estimated that about 4,000 lions are in “potential” strongholds and 

over 6,000 are in “populations that have a very high risk of local extinction”. In conclusion, 

Riggio et al. (2012) stated that “lion numbers have declined precipitously in the last 

century. Given that many now live in small, isolated populations, this trend will continue.” 

 

African lions are far less abundant than they were historically and the subspecies is 

currently at risk of extinction across the continent due to all five listing factors in the ESA. 

The ESA requires the Secretary of the Interior to list a species, or subspecies, as 

endangered if it is in danger of extinction in all or a significant portion of its range based on 

the following five factors: (1) the present or threatened destruction, modification, or 

curtailment of its habitat or range; (2) overutilization for commercial, recreational, 

scientific, or educational purposes; (3) disease or predation; (4) the inadequacy of existing 

regulatory mechanisms; and (5) other natural or manmade factors affecting its continued 

existence. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(a)(1)(A-E); 50 C.F.R. § 424.1(c)(1)-(5). The Service is required to 

list a subspecies if any one of these criteria is met. Southwest Center for Biological Diversity 

v. Babbitt, 215 F.3d 58, 60 (D.C. Cir. 2000)). However, the urgency of the plight of African 

lions (Panthera leo leo) is illustrated by the fact that the subspecies is currently facing 

extinction based on all of these factors, as demonstrated in our March 2011 petition and 

further supported by the more recent scientific and commercial evidence below. 

 

 (1) The present or threatened destruction, modification, or curtailment of its 

habitat or range 

 

The African lion subspecies is at risk of extinction due to habitat loss and modification. As 

explained in our petition, Bauer et al. (2008) found that the African lion occupies less than 

an estimated 4.5 million km2, which is only 22% of the subspecies’ historic distribution. 

More recently, Riggio et al. (2012) used high-resolution satellite imagery and human 

population density data to identify areas in Africa that are likely to have resident lion 

populations. They estimated the extent of the distribution of African lion populations to be 

3.4 million km2 (Riggio et al. 2012). Comparing the Riggio et al. (2012) figure to the historic 
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distribution figure of approximately 20.5 million km2 presented in Bauer et al. (2008), this 

represents a loss of approximately 83% of lion habitat, meaning that the African lion 

currently occupies only 17% of its historic range. Further, the African lion is currently at 

risk of extinction in the areas the subspecies still occupies, in part due to continued habitat 

loss and modification. As stated by Riggio et al  (2012), “Simply, the extent of savannah 

Africa has surely shrunk considerably in the last 50 years and will likely shrink 

considerably in the next 40.” Schuette has also noted that “Large-bodied carnivores such as 

lions and spotted hyenas are often the first species to disappear from landscapes affected by 

humans” (Schuette 2013). 

 

(2) Overutilization for commercial, recreational, scientific, or educational 

purposes  

 

Of all the five listing factors, the one that most directly implicates the United States and its 

citizens, and that can therefore be substantially addressed by an endangered listing under 

the ESA, is over-utilization for commercial or recreational purposes. International trade in 

African lion parts must be urgently addressed as an increasingly important threat to the 

subspecies. 

 

The original analysis presented in our petition shows that between 1999 and 2008, 21,914 

African lion specimens (lions, dead or alive, and their parts and derivatives), reported as 

being from a wild source and representing a minimum of 7,445 lions, were traded 

internationally for all purposes. Three more years of data now available (2009-2011) show 

that trade continues to be prevalent (see Appendix for trade tables illustrating these 

trends).  The United States continues to be the world’s largest importer of African lion parts 

for hunting trophies and also contributes significantly to the trade in lion parts for 

commercial purposes, further demonstrating the importance of an endangered listing. 

While in some cases the average numbers of lion specimens traded in 2009-2011 are less 

than the average numbers of specimens traded in 1999-2008, these minor variations in 

trade data do not change the fact that international trade in lions (including significant 

U.S. imports) continues to be unsustainable and a credible threat to the continued existence 

of the subspecies. 

 

International Trade in Lions and Their Parts from All Sources and for All Purposes 

 

Between 2009 and 2011, 7,050 African lion specimens from all sources were traded 

internationally for all purposes. The most commonly-traded items were scientific specimens 

(1958), trophies (1639), bones (1089) live animals (584), claws (498) and skins (321) (Table 

1). Adding the four items that most likely equal one dead lion, 2686 lions were traded 

internationally during those three years (adding skins (321), trophies (1639), live (584) and 

bodies (142)). This averages 895 lions per year, which is comparable to the average number 

of lions traded internationally each year 1999-2008 (1092), as presented in the petition. 
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As was the case for the data presented in the petition for 1999-2008, the number of 

scientific specimens traded exceeded that of other types of specimens traded. However, 

whereas in 1999-2008, scientific specimens comprised 47% of traded specimens, in 2009-

2011 they comprised only about 28% of the total. The number of trophies traded during 

2009-2011 ranged from 424 to 661 per year and numbered 546 on average over the three 

years, representing 23% of lion specimens traded during that period. The number of bones 

traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 11 to 638 per year and numbered 363 on average over 

the three years; this is much higher than the average number traded over 1999-2008 (13) as 

presented in the petition. The number of claws traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 87 to 

304 per year and numbered 166 on average over the three years; this is higher than the 

average number traded over 1999-2008 (129) as presented in the petition. The number of 

skins traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 68 to 144 per year and numbered 107 on 

average over the three years; this is about the same as the average number traded over 

1999-2008 (103) as presented in the petition. The number of bodies traded during 2009-

2011 ranged from 8 to 92 per year and numbered 47 on average over the three years; this is 

much higher than the average number traded over 1999-2008 (14) as presented in the 

petition. The number of live animals traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 142 to 273 per 

year and numbered 195 on average over the three years; this is higher than the average 

number traded over 1999-2008 (184) as presented in the petition. 

 

From 2009-2011, the most common African lion importing countries were the United States 

(3,713 lion parts imported, 42.5% of lion parts imported), Lao PDR (1155, 13.2%), and The 

Netherlands (360, 4.1%) (Table 2); the most common lion part exporting countries were 

South Africa (4463 lion parts exported, 57.5% of lion parts exported), Tanzania (707, 9.1%), 

and Kenya (650, 8.4%) (Table 3).  

 

International Trade in Lions and Their Parts from Wild Sources and for All Purposes 

 

Of the aforementioned lion trade from all sources and for all purposes, 3695 lion specimens 

reported as being from a wild source were traded internationally between 2009 and 2011; 

this represents 1761 lions (adding skins (253), trophies (1366), bodies (19) and live (123)) 

(Table 4).  This averages 587 wild lions per year, which is comparable to the average 

number of wild lions traded internationally each year 1999-2008 (745), as presented in the 

petition. 

 

The number of wild-source trophies traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 272 to 647 per 

year and numbered 455 on average over the three years; this is comparable to the average 

number traded over 1999-2008 (633) as presented in the petition. The number of wild-

source lion bones traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 8 to 274 per year and numbered 

101 on average over the three years; this is much higher than the average number traded 

over 1999-2008 (3.4) as presented in the petition. The number of wild-source lion claws 
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traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 16 to 67 per year and numbered 42 on average over 

the three years; this is less than the average number traded over 1999-2008 (108) as 

presented in the petition. The number of wild-source lion skins traded during 2009-2011 

ranged from 32 to 129 per year and numbered 84 on average over the three years; this is 

the same as the average number traded over 1999-2008 (84) as presented in the petition. 

The number of wild-source lion bodies traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 2 to 10 per 

year and numbered 6 on average over the three years; this is less than the average number 

traded over 1999-2008 (10) as presented in the petition. The number of wild-source live 

animals traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 21 to 76 per year and numbered 41 on 

average over the three years; this is higher than the average number traded over 1999-2008 

(18) as presented in the petition. 

 

From 2009-2011, the most common  wild-source African lion importing countries were the 

United States (1644 lion parts imported, 44% of lion parts imported), The Netherlands (356, 

10%), and France (249, 7%) (Table 5); the most common lion part exporting countries were 

South Africa (1254 lion parts imported, 33% of lion parts imported), Kenya (649, 17%), and 

Tanzania (539, 14%) (Table 6).  

 

International Trade in Lions and Their Parts from All Sources for “Hunting Trophy” 

Purposes  

 

Between 2009-2011, 3,189 lion specimens from all sources were traded internationally for 

hunting trophy purposes; this represents 2213 lions (adding skins (219), trophies (1903), 

bodies (72) and live (19) (Table 7)).  This averages 738 lions per year, which is about the 

same as the average number of lions traded internationally for hunting trophy purposes 

each year 1999-2008 (757), as presented in the petition. The main types of lion specimens 

traded as hunting trophies were trophies (1903, 59.7%), bones (493, 15.5%) and skulls (260, 

8.2%); in 1999-2008, the main types of lion specimens traded were trophies, skulls and 

teeth; the inclusion of bones in the list is new. The main importing countries of lion parts 

for trophy hunting purposes were the United States (1560, 45.9%), Lao PDR (281, 8.3%) 

and Spain (278, 8.2%) (Table 8); both the United States and Spain were among the top 

three lion importing countries in 1999-2008 (along with France); Lao PDR is a new addition 

to the top three importing countries, reflecting increased trade to that country. The main 

exporting countries of lion parts for trophy hunting purposes from 2009-2011 were South 

Africa (1727, 66.2%), Tanzania (499, 19.1%) and Zimbabwe (139, 5.3%) (Table 9); these are 

the same top three exporting countries as in 1999-2008.  

 

International Trade in Lions and Their Parts from Wild Sources and for “Hunting Trophy” 

Purposes 

 

Between 2009-2011, 1463 lion specimens from wild sources were traded internationally for 

hunting trophy purposes; this represents 1061 wild lions (adding skins (174), trophies (875), 



7 
 

bodies (10) and live (2) (Table 10)). This averages 354 wild lions per year, which is 

comparable to the average number of wild lions traded internationally for hunting trophy 

purposes each year 1999-2008 (566), as presented in the petition. The main types of wild-

source lion specimens traded as hunting trophies were trophies (875, 59.8%), skulls (225, 

15.4%) and skins (174, 11.9%). The main importing countries of wild-source lion parts for 

trophy hunting purposes from 2009-2011 were United States (632, 43.2%), Spain (115, 

7.9%) and France (109, 7.5%) (Table 11). The main exporting countries of wild-source lion 

parts for trophy hunting purposes were South Africa (1087, 49.7%), Tanzania (578, 26.4%) 

and Zimbabwe (181, 8%) (Table 12). 

 

International Trade in Lions and Their Parts from All Sources for “Commercial” Purposes 

 

Between 2009-2011, 1344 lion specimens from all sources were traded internationally for 

commercial purposes; this represents 153 lions (adding skins (15), trophies (89), bodies (13) 

and live (36) (Table 13)).  This averages 51 lions per year, which is less than the average 

number of lions traded internationally for commercial purposes each year 1999-2008 (133), 

as presented in the petition. The main types of lion specimens traded for commercial 

purposes were bones (586, 43.6%), derivatives (201, 15%) and skeletons (178, 13.2%); this is 

quite different from 1999-2008 when claws, trophies, and skins were the most commonly 

traded lion parts for commercial purposes. The main importing countries of lion parts for 

commercial purposes from 2009-2011 were Lao PDR (895, 66.6%), United States (228, 17%) 

and Vietnam (74, 5.5%) (Table 14); while the United States was the country that imported 

the most lion parts for commercial purposes from 1999-2008, due to significant recent 

increases in trade by Lao PDR, the U.S. was the second largest importer from 2009-2011.  

Similarly, while South Africa and Germany rounded out the top three importing countries 

in 1999-2008, now Vietnam is a top importing country. The main exporting countries of lion 

parts for commercial purposes in 2009-2011 were South Africa (935, 76.3%), China (200, 

16.3%) and Botswana (16, 1.3%) (Table 15); South Africa and Botswana were the among the 

top three exporting countries in 1999-2008, but Zimbabwe was the largest exporter and now 

is missing from the top three and now China is among the top three. The entry of Asian 

countries into the international trade in lion parts is believed to be related to the use of lion 

parts for medicinal purposes (see Wine Searcher 2012), and these sudden spikes in imports 

to Lao PDR and Vietnam show the importance of the U.S. taking a proactive approach 

(through an endangered listing) to prevent a similar outcome domestically. 

 

International Trade in Lions and Their Parts from Wild Sources and for “Commercial” 

Purposes 

 

Between 2009-2011, 343 lion specimens from wild sources were traded internationally for 

commercial purposes; this represents 91 wild lions (adding skins (46), trophies (38), bodies 

(5) and live (2) (Table 16)).  This averages 30 wild lions per year, which is less than the 

average number of wild lions traded internationally for commercial purposes each year 
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1999-2008 (104), as presented in the petition. The main types of wild-source lion specimens 

traded for commercial purposes were bones (229, 66.8%), skins (46, 13.4%) and trophies (38, 

11.1%); claws, trophies and skins were the most commonly traded wild-source lion parts for 

commercial purposes in 1999-2008; the inclusion of bones in the 2009-2011 data is new. The 

main importing countries of wild-source lion parts for commercial purposes were Lao PDR 

(239, 69.7%), United States (18, 5.2%) and China (17, 5%) (Table 17); while the United 

States was the top importer of wild-sourced lion parts for commercial purposes 1999-2008, 

due to the significant increase in trade to Lao PDR, the U.S. was the second largest 

importer in the last several years; China also did not appear in the top three importing 

countries in 1999-2008. The shift in the type of wild-source lion specimens most commonly 

traded to bones, and the inclusion of Lao PDR and China in the top importing countries 

reflects the growing use of lion bones in traditional Asian medicine. The main exporting 

countries of wild-source lion parts for commercial purposes were South Africa (305, 85.2%), 

Botswana (16, 4.5%) and Spain (10, 3%) (Table 18); these are similar to 1999-2008, with the 

exception of Spain. 

 

In sum, the most recent international trade data confirms that African lions are 

endangered by unsustainable trade, both for hunting trophies and commercial trade in 

parts, and the United States plays an extremely significant role in this trade.  By listing the 

African lion as endangered, the U.S. can substantially benefit lion conservation by limiting 

international trade of lion specimens to instances where the survival of the subspecies is 

actually enhanced. 

 

 (3) Disease or predation 

 

As explained in detail in our petition, diseases such as canine distemper virus (CDV), feline 

immunodeficiency virus and bovine tuberculosis are a threat to the continued existence of 

the African lion (see, e.g., Roelke et al. 2009).  Recently, Maas et al. (2012) called for long-

term research into the interactions of pathogens affecting lions, especially in populations 

responding to severe environmental perturbation – for example, the interaction between 

bovine tuberculosis and feline immunodeficiency virus may become more important when 

lions are under additional stress. Thus, disease continues to be a threat to the continued 

existence of this subspecies. 

 

(4) Inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms 

 

As explained in detail in our petition, the conservation, management and protection of the 

African lion is addressed either directly or by inference in several international treaties and 

regional agreements as well as by national laws and regulations of many African lion range 

States. However, these regulatory mechanisms and/or their implementation and 

enforcement are inadequate to address existing threats to the survival of the African lion.  
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Recent evidence confirms this assessment, and the subspecies must be listed as endangered 

based on this factor. 

 

International Laws and Agreements: CITES 

 

As explained in our petition, the African lion is listed on Appendix II of the Convention on 

International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES). Most African 

lion range States are Parties to CITES. In order for African lion range States that are 

CITES Parties to issue a CITES export permit, the exporting country must find that the 

export is not detrimental to the survival of the species (CITES Article IV). Nonetheless, as 

explained in the petition, exporting countries are providing CITES export permits for 

African lions exported from countries where hunting is not sustainable, a violation of 

Article IV of the Convention, and many of these African lions are imported to the United 

States. Since we submitted the petition, CITES has not taken steps to improve 

implementation of the Convention in regards to exports of African lions from lion range 

States. 

 

Also, as explained in the petition, most African lion range States that export lion parts do 

not have national legislation necessary to fully implement the Convention. The petition 

specifically references the inadequate legislation of the major African lion exporting 

countries of South Africa, Tanzania, Mozambique, Botswana, and Zambia. To date, none of 

these countries have CITES-implementing legislation (CITES Secretariat 2012). In fact, 

only four countries that export African lions have CITES-implementing legislation; these 

are Cameroon, Ethiopia, Namibia, and Zimbabwe (CITES Secretariat 2012), and as noted 

above these countries are not the primary exporters of lion trophies and parts. 

 

National Laws and Regulations 

 

As explained in the petition, given the decline in the African lion population size and 

continuing restriction of its distribution, it is clear that national laws and regulations in 

African countries are inadequate, or are being inadequately implemented and enforced.  

 

In 2005 and 2006, regional lion conservation strategies were adopted by lion range States. 

However, Riggio et al. (2012) notes with concern that the strategies had “poor follow-up” 

and need an “urgent update”. As a result, Riggio et al. states that rapidly declining 

populations of many large mammals in West, Central and East Africa as well as in some 

parts of Southern Africa may “quickly invalidate any estimates and may make some of the 

assumptions of the regional lion conservation strategies redundant” (Riggio et al. 2012). 

Indeed, recent lion field surveys in West and Central Africa revealed that the information 

on lion distribution used for conservation strategies “is either out of date or was not very 

accurate in the first place” (Riggio et al. 2012).  

 



10 
 

In particular, it has been acknowledged that best management practices for trophy hunting 

have yet to be fully incorporated into existing regulations in many countries (Packer et al. 

2011) and that trade in trophies is not adequately regulated by national laws, regional 

agreements, or international laws (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group 2006a). Regarding 

trophy hunting, Riggio et al. (2012) state, “while user-communities express the desire to 

manage lions sustainably, achieving that for any long-lived species is problematic”. 

 

As explained in our petition, Tanzania is the country where most wild African lions exist 

and where most wild-source lions in international trade originate. Despite a number of laws 

regarding lion trophy hunting in Tanzania, poorly regulated trophy hunting appears to 

have been the primary driver of the decline in lion abundance in Tanzania’s hunting areas 

(Packer et al. 2011) and is thought to be negatively affecting lion populations in adjacent 

National Parks (Packer et al. 2011). Numerous recommendations made by lion experts for 

improving Tanzania’s lion trophy hunting regulations have yet to be implemented by the 

government, including reduced quotas and mandatory minimum-age kills with independent 

age verification and subsequent bans on the export of under-age trophies (Packer et al. 

2011). 

 

Indeed, corruption continues to plague the hunting industry in Tanzania.  The country’s 

Minister for Natural Resources and Tourism, Ambassador Khamis Kagasheki, recently 

expressed condemnation for the ongoing problem of hunters bribing officials at the Ministry 

to sidestep procedures in order to hasten their applications. He continued by stating that 

“corruption started with rich hunters who would entice some officials to evade laid down 

regulations” and that “legislation on hunting blocks allocation is bad and must be revisited” 

(Tanzania Daily News 2012).  However, revisiting legislation is a major challenge because 

senior officials and elected politicians will likely resist changes to the status quo given the 

wealth they accrue from current practices in recreational hunting (Leader-Williams 2009). 

According to Sachedina, “[h]unting concessions are granted purely based on Wildlife 

Division discretion with no public tenders or auctions” and outfitters are believed to 

influence the process (Sachedina 2008). In fact, Sachedina goes as far as to say the hunting 

industry is “non-transparent and controlled by powerful cartels” (Sachedina 2008). 

Moreover, this non-transparent industry does not result in benefits to local communities. In 

practice, hunting benefits have instead been centralized into the hands of elites (Nelson et 

al. 2007). Leader-Williams states that reform will be slow with an industry that is 

characterized by “endemic and systemic corruption” (Leader-Williams 2009).   

  

In a recent paper, Becker et al. (2013) found that lion populations in three National Parks 

in Zambia were “male-depleted” as a result of unsustainable male-only trophy hunting in 

areas adjacent to the Park. Using modeling, Becker et al. predicted that instituting age 

limits on male harvests with quota reductions would reduce male depletion and slightly 

increase population size. Becker et al. concluded that “the intensive research and 

monitoring programs that have been newly implemented in Zambia, coupled with increased 
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anti-poaching efforts, have the potential to support the maintenance of viable populations of 

an extremely important species for a developing country increasingly interested in 

promoting its wildlife resources” (emphasis added). Nonetheless, Zambia “permanently” 

banned lion and leopard hunting in 2013 (The Guardian 2013).  

 

According to an account of a stakeholders meeting held on 10 January 2013 in Lusaka, the 

ban was instituted to allow for population surveys and “to review policies and institutional 

framework of the structures responsible for wildlife management with a view to 

engendering transparency and accountability in the overall management and direction of 

this tourism subsector” (Professional Hunters Association of South Africa 2013). In 

announcing the ban, Zambia’s Tourism and Arts Minister Sylvia Masebo reportedly said 

that big cat numbers were too low to have a sustainable hunting industry and that "tourists 

come to Zambia to see the lion and if we lose the lion we will be killing our tourism 

industry" (The Guardian 2013). Minister Masebo also reportedly said that “the estimated 

$3m (£1.9m) Zambia earned a year from safari hunting was too little to merit the continued 

depletion of wildlife” (The Guardian 2013). The announcement of Zambia’s hunting ban 

followed a December 31, 2012, shake-up in the Zambia Wildlife Authority wherein Minister 

Masebo fired the director general and four other senior officials for corrupt practices in 

awarding hunting concessions (Times of Zambia 2012).  

 

Similarly, on November 5, 2012, the President of Botswana, Lieutenant General Ian 

Khama, announced in his State of the Nation address that trophy hunting would no longer 

be allowed in Botswana beginning in 2014 (Michler 2012, Wildlife Extra 2012). The 

environment ministry reportedly explained, “the shooting of wild game purely for sport and 

trophies is no longer compatible with our commitment to preserve local fauna as a national 

treasure, which should be treated as such" (Wildlife Extra 2012). Even though in Botswana 

lion hunts bring in $29,000/lion, the government is still pushing ahead with a hunting ban, 

reportedly turning hunting areas into photographic areas.   

 

Some have criticized lion hunting bans. Lindsey et al. (2012) assessed the financial viability 

of lion trophy hunting in five countries and concluded that if lion hunting was effectively 

precluded, trophy hunting could potentially become financially unviable across at least 

59,538 km2. Lindsey et al. (2012) claimed that this, in turn, could result in loss of habitat, 

reduced “competitiveness of wildlife-based land uses relative to ecologically unfavorable 

alternatives”, reduced tolerance for lions “among communities where local people benefit 

from trophy hunting”, and reduced “funds available for anti-poaching”. 

 

However, Campbell (2012) examined the results presented by Lindsey et al. (2012) and 

pointed out that, according to data presented in the Lindsey et al. paper, 44% of lion 

hunting areas in the analysis were already financially unviable and that stopping lion 

hunting in the remainder amounts to a reduction in financially viable hunting areas of only 

16%. Furthermore, using data in the Lindsey et al. paper, Campbell found that 92% of lion 
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hunting areas in Mozambique are financially unviable, 67% in Namibia and Zambia, 44% 

in Zimbabwe and 19% in Tanzania. Campbell concluded that Lindsey et al.’s results 

indicate that lion hunting areas are “already largely financially unviable and that 

comparatively small changes in financial viability occur under different hunting scenarios”. 

Campbell also found that Lindsey et al. did not consider trophy business marketing costs, 

overestimated access to credit, underestimated interest rates, did not consider the 

possibility that lion hunts would be substituted with hunts for other animals, and did not 

consider trophy hunting businesses’ generally inferior rates of return. On this last point, 

Campbell stated that since 44% lion hunting areas are financially unviable, clearly 

financial viability is not a requirement of lion trophy hunting businesses. Finally, Campbell 

found that several of the wider conclusions of Lindsey et al. were entirely unsubstantiated, 

such as how loss of financial viability might result in loss of lion or reduced community 

tolerance of lions, stating that the paper did not study these topics and does not add to our 

understanding of them. 

 

The best available scientific evidence shows that trophy hunting threatens the continued 

existence of Africa’s lions and is an ineffective strategy to enhance the survival of wild lions.  

 

(5) Other natural or manmade factors affecting its existence 

 

As discussed in our petition, the social structure of African lion prides make this subspecies 

particularly vulnerable to the threat of trophy hunting. Male lions are disproportionately 

affected by trophy hunting and this has a severe negative effect on population dynamics 

and lion conservation.  A new study discusses how the removal of male lions through trophy 

hunting also decreases income from safari tourism (Becker et al. 2013). Becker concludes 

that in Zambia “observed population structure was likely due to high rates of adult male 

loss and that instituting age limits on male harvests with quota reductions would reduce 

male depletion, improve tourism by providing older and more abundant males, and slightly 

increase population size. Reducing male mortality from wire snare poaching would also 

result in similar demographic impacts, and in concert with changes in hunting regulations 

would substantially improve the quality and quantity of adult male lions” (Becker et al. 

2013).  Thus, an endangered listing under the ESA that would generally prohibit import of 

trophies, and help reduce international trade in adult male lions and lion parts, would have 

beneficial impacts to lion population structure.   

 

Conclusion 

 

Due to the increasingly robust scientific record demonstrating African lion population 

decline, continuing restriction of lion distribution due to habitat loss, and the fact that lions 

continue to be adversely affected by international trade, we strongly urge the Service to list 

the African lion as an endangered subspecies pursuant to the federal Endangered Species 

Act. The petition we submitted in March 2011, and these comments in response to the 
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Service’s 90-day finding, demonstrate that the African lion meets the statutory criteria for 

an endangered listing under the ESA as it is currently in “danger of extinction throughout 

all or a significant portion of its range.” The best scientific and commercial data available 

clearly demonstrates that all five listing factors (16 U.S.C. § 1533(a)(1)(A-E)) are implicated 

in the case of the African lion subspecies. In fact, new science shows that African lions 

continue to face a multitude of threats, from unsustainable international trade in trophies, 

to habitat loss; disease to retaliatory killings; and loss of natural prey to commercial trade 

in parts. As such, the Service is required to list this subspecies as endangered throughout 

its range. 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6).  

 

Furthermore, an examination into the efforts of the range countries to manage this 

subspecies, whether by predator control techniques, protection of habitat and food supply or 

other conservation practices, shows that current regulatory measures are inadequate to 

prevent the decline of the African lion. As such, the future security and viability of the 

African lion remains uncertain. As the United States is the one of the world’s largest 

importers of African lions and their parts (and the largest importer of hunting trophies), it 

is only fitting that the United States must, through the Service’s leadership, play a primary 

role in the effort to save the African lion.  Listing the African lion subspecies as endangered 

is a necessary step towards saving this iconic animal.  

 

 

We look forward to the expeditious conclusion of this status review and are willing to assist 

the Service in any way possible. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
 

Teresa M. Telecky, Ph.D. 

Director, Wildlife Department 

Humane Society International 

 

 

Enclosures  
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APPENDIX  

Table 1: International trade in lions and their parts from all sources and for all purposes. 

 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports”, all sources, all purposes. 
Data for 2009-10, obtained on 2 February 2012 
Data for 2011, obtained on 3 January 2013 
 
Table 2: International trade in lions and their parts from all sources and for all purposes: 
Importing countries. 
 
Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AD 0 2 0 2 
AE 57 44 43 144 
AG 0 6 0 6 
AI 0 2 0 2 
AM 0 4 2 6 
AR 3 3 0 6 
AT 15 31 26 72 
AU 39 16 17 72 
AZ 11 2 0 13 
BE 16 13 1 30 
BG 4 15 4 23 
BH 0 5 0 5 
BR 0 3 0 3 
BS 1 2 0 3 
BW 1 3 0 4 

Term 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
bodies    92 42 8 142 
bones    440 638 11 1089 
carvings    0 6 0 6 
claws    107 304 87 498 
derivatives 203 8 2 213 
feet    6 8 1 15 
garments    9 4 3 16 
hair    5 7 0 12 
leather products  3 0 0 3 
legs 2 0 0 2 
live    169 273 142 584 
skeletons    5 101 0 106 
skin pieces    4 1 0 5 
skins    144 109 68 321 
skulls    154 59 36 249 
specimens    413 450 1095 1958 
teeth    4 133 54 191 
trophies    557 421 661 1639 
unspecified    0 1 0 1 
Grand  Total  2317 2565 2168 7050 



17 
 

BY 4 4 0 8 
BZ 2 0 0 2 
CA 52 55 7 114 
CD 0 15 0 15 
CH 6 15 5 26 
CL 0 0 1 1 
CM 0 2 0 2 
CN 107 51 2 160 
CY 0 1 2 3 
CZ 20 16 22 58 
DE 99 81 124 304 
DK 26 17 19 62 
DZ 4 2 0 6 
EE 0 1 3 4 
EG 8 12 14 34 
ES 234 51 68 353 
FI 21 7 3 31 
FR 95 172 26 293 
GB 6 7 5 18 
GE 1 3 0 4 
GM 0 1 0 1 
GR 0 1 0 1 
GT 4 8 1 13 
HK 2 7 0 9 
HN 0 18 0 18 
HR 9 4 0 13 
HU 16 25 4 45 
ID 10 0 3 13 
IL 1 0 0 1 
IN 8 0 0 8 
IR 5 1 2 8 
IS 1 0 0 1 
IT 20 8 8 36 
JO 0 2 1 3 
JP 0 21 3 24 
KE 1 2 0 3 
KP 0 2 0 2 
KR 0 1 3 4 
KW 13 2 0 15 
KZ 5 1 7 13 
LA 336 819 0 1155 
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LB 14 9 2 25 
LK 2 0 0 2 
LT 1 6 0 7 
LU 2 4 0 6 
LV 3 0 10 13 
LY 0 2 0 2 
MA 2 1 1 4 
MC 0 28 10 38 
MD 1 0 0 1 
MK 1 0 0 1 
MM 0 7 0 7 
MU 4 8 0 12 
MW 2 3 0 5 
MX 36 23 35 94 
MY 1 0 0 1 
MZ 11 0 0 11 
NA 9 0 0 9 
NC 2 0 0 2 
NE 2 0 0 2 
NG 0 0 4 4 
NL 200 18 142 360 
NO 16 57 21 94 
NZ 5 171 0 176 
OM 0 0 4 4 
PA 1 3 0 4 
PH 1 5 4 10 
PK 10 7 2 19 
PL 18 6 79 103 
PR 0 1 0 1 
PT 12 4 4 20 
PY 0 5 7 12 
QA 4 3 13 20 
RE 1 1 0 2 
RO 4 4 2 10 
RS 2 0 0 2 
RU 78 53 6 137 
SA 2 2 1 5 
SE 6 13 18 37 
SG 3 2 2 7 
SI 2 1 1 4 
SK 2 14 9 25 
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SL 0 1 0 1 
SV 0 4 0 4 
SY 0 6 7 13 
SZ 3 2 0 5 
TH 5 17 0 22 
TM 0 3 0 3 
TR 19 5 5 29 
TT 0 3 0 3 
TZ 4 8 0 12 
UA 11 12 11 34 
UG 4 0 0 4 
US 1308 934 1471 3713 
UZ 0 1 0 1 
VE 2 0 1 3 
VG 2 0 0 2 
VN 24 59 0 83 
XX 10 15 4 29 
ZA 101 65 6 172 
ZM 5 23 0 28 
ZW 0 4 0 4 
Grand Total 3221 3209 2308 8738 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” for all  purposes, all sources 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 26 January 2012 
 
Table 3: International trade in lions and their parts from all sources and for all purposes: 
Exporting countries. 
  

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AD 0 0 2 2 
AE 42 0 0 42 
AR 4 4 1 9 
AT 5 0 0 5 
BA 0 0 4 4 
BE 0 1 9 10 
BF 16 10 0 26 
BG 4 0 1 5 
BH 1 0 4 5 
BJ 0 9 4 13 
BO 0 4 25 29 
BW 39 28 60 127 
BY 3 0 8 11 
BZ 2 0 0 2 
CA 3 5 0 8 
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CD 6 0 0 6 
CF 22 26 2 50 
CH 0 143 3 146 
CL 1 0 0 1 
CM 12 1 6 19 
CN 201 15 2 218 
CS 0 1 0 1 
CZ 1 4 0 5 
DE 3 13 7 23 
DK 0 0 5 5 
DZ 0 0 4 4 
EG 6 0 0 6 
ET 0 2 0 2 
FR 2 5 3 10 
GB 3 10 1 14 
GH 2 0 0 2 
GT 2 0 0 2 
IT 6 0 1 7 
JO 0 7 0 7 
KE 320 171 159 650 
KG 0 1 7 8 
KW 8 2 0 10 
KZ 4 0 0 4 
LT 2 0 0 2 
MA 0 37 6 43 
MW 2 0 0 2 
MX 3 0 1 4 
MY 1 0 0 1 
MZ 10 36 10 56 
NA 26 47 82 155 
NG 0 0 3 3 
NL 3 0 8 11 
NO 1 0 1 2 
NZ 0 1 3 4 
PA 0 0 3 3 
PT 0 8 0 8 
PY 0 3 0 3 
QA 0 1 0 1 
RO 18 8 0 26 
RS 4 2 0 6 
SA 1 0 0 1 
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UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” for all  purposes, all sources 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 26 January 2012 
 

Table 4: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for all purposes. 

Term 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
bodies 10 7 2 19 
bone pieces 0 1 0 1 
bones 20 274 8 302 
claws 67 16 43 126 
derivatives 3 8 0 11 
feet 2 6 1 9 
garments 9 1 1 11 
hair 5 7 0 12 
leather products 3 0 0 3 
legs 2 0 0 2 
live 26 76 21 123 
skin pieces 4 1 0 5 
skins 129 92 32 253 
skulls 128 92 32 252 
specimens 371 438 334 1143 
teeth 0 12 44 56 
trophies 272 647 447 1366 
unspecified 0 1 0 1 
Grand Total 1051 1679 965 3695 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports”, wild sources, all purposes. 

SD 2 8 2 12 
SV 0 33 0 33 
SY 2 0 0 2 
SZ 3 0 1 4 
TH 0 2 0 2 
TN 4 0 0 4 
TR 0 6 0 6 
TZ 299 229 179 707 
UA 27 0 0 27 
US 3 10 3 16 
UY 2 0 0 2 
UZ 2 4 0 6 
XX 6 0 8 14 
ZA 1677 1471 1315 4463 
ZM 68 189 183 440 
ZW 77 73 46 196 
Grand Total 2961 2630 2172 7763 
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Data for 2009-10, obtained on 2 February 2012 
Data for 2011, obtained on 3 January 2013 
 
Table 5: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for all purposes: 
Importing countries. 
 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AE 2 7 6 15 
AG 0 4 0 4 
AR 0 3 0 3 
AT 7 17 22 46 
AU 29 10 17 56 
AZ 2 1 0 3 
BE 9 3 1 13 
BG 1 4 3 8 
BS 1 2 0 3 
CA 17 40 6 63 
CH 0 0 2 2 
CL 0 0 1 1 
CM 0 1 0 1 
CN 33 51 0 84 
CY 0 1 0 1 
CZ 2 14 3 19 
DE 37 17 104 158 
DK 18 12 9 39 
ES 73 32 25 130 
FI 8 5 3 16 
FR 79 164 6 249 
GB 3 4 5 12 
GM 0 1 0 1 
GR 0 1 0 1 
HK 1 0 0 1 
HN 0 18 0 18 
HR 1 1 0 2 
HU 10 5 4 19 
ID 4 0 0 4 
IL 1 0 0 1 
IN 8 0 0 8 
IR 5 1 0 6 
IT 17 10 2 29 
JP 0 7 2 9 
KR 0 0 1 1 
KW 3 2 0 5 
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KZ 2 1 7 10 
LA 0 240 0 240 
LB 5 7 1 13 
LK 2 0 0 2 
LT 0 1 0 1 
LU 2 4 0 6 
MA 2 0 1 3 
MX 23 34 18 75 
MZ 11 0 0 11 
NC 2 0 0 2 
NE 2 0 0 2 
NL 200 15 141 356 
NO 1 29 1 31 
NZ 5 4 0 9 
PA 1 3 0 4 
PH 0 1 0 1 
PK 2 0 2 4 
PL 5 6 6 17 
PT 8 3 4 15 
PY 0 0 7 7 
QA 3 0 7 10 
RO 3 0 0 3 
RS 2 0 0 2 
RU 16 24 5 45 
SA 0 1 1 2 
SE 4 11 18 33 
SG 3 0 0 3 
SI 2 1 1 4 
SK 0 1 9 10 
SL 0 1 0 1 
SY 0 4 0 4 
SZ 2 2 0 4 
TM 0 1 0 1 
TR 7 0 0 7 
TZ 1 0 0 1 
UA 3 3 0 6 
UG 2 0 0 2 
US 351 785 508 1644 
VE 1 0 0 1 
VG 2 0 0 2 
VN 0 26 0 26 
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XX 4 19 4 27 
ZA 1 0 2 3 
ZM 0 14 0 14 
Grand Total 1051 1679 965 3695 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net  imports” for all  purposes, wild sources 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 26 January 2012 
 

Table 6: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for all purposes: 
Exporting countries. 
 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AD 0 0 2 2 
AE 9 0 0 9 
AR 0 0 1 1 
BF 16 10 0 26 
BJ 0 9 1 10 
BW 39 27 60 126 
CA 2 3 0 5 
CD 3 0 0 3 
CF 22 26 2 50 
CH 1 136 0 137 
CM 12 1 0 13 
DK 0 0 1 1 
ET 0 2 0 2 
FR 0 0 2 2 
GB 1 2 0 3 
GH 2 0 0 2 
IT 0 0 1 1 
KE 320 170 159 649 
KG 0 1 7 8 
MW 2 0 0 2 
MX 1 0 0 1 
MZ 10 36 10 56 
NA 25 46 80 151 
NO 1 0 0 1 
OM 0 0 4 4 
SA 1 0 0 1 
SD 2 6 2 10 
SV 0 37 0 37 
SZ 0 0 1 1 
TZ 299 227 13 539 
US 0 7 4 11 
UY 2 0 0 2 
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UZ 2 4 0 6 
XX 4 0 7 11 
ZA 520 406 328 1254 
ZM 68 191 183 442 
ZW 77 73 45 195 
Grand Total 1441 1420 913 3774 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net  exports” for all  purposes, wild sources 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 26 January 2012 
 

Table 7: International trade in lions and their parts from all sources and for hunting 
trophy purposes. 

Term 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
bodies 39 32 1 72 
bones 436 50 7 493 
claws 26 58 62 146 
derivatives 0 8 2 10 
feet 6 6 0 12 
garments 1 0 2 3 
legs 2 0 0 2 
live 2 17 0 19 
skin pieces 2 1 0 3 
skins 102 80 37 219 
skulls 138 92 30 260 
specimens 0 5 0 5 
teeth 4 38 0 42 
trophies 478 802 623 1903 
Grand Total 1236 1189 764 3189 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” for all  sources, hunting trophy purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 

Table 8: International trade in lions and their parts from all sources for “hunting trophy” 
purposes: Importing countries. 
 
Country  2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AE    2 1 8 11 
AG 0 6 0 6 
AR    3 3 0 6 
AT    14 31 0 45 
AU    6 4 0 10 
BE    12 9 1 22 
BG    4 7 4 15 
BS 1 2 0 3 
CA    38 48 5 91 
CH    1 0 1 2 
CL    0 0 1 1 
CN    72 11 0 83 
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CZ    20 18 22 60 
DE    40 26 44 110 
DK    26 5 12 43 
EE    0 1 3 4 
ES    194 34 50 278 
FI    20 10 3 33 
FR    74 54 6 134 
GB    3 3 2 8 
GT    0 3 0 3 
HK 1 0 0 1 
HR    6 4 0 10 
HU    15 16 3 34 
ID    2 0 0 2 
IR 4 0 0 4 
IS    1 0 0 1 
IT    19 8 2 29 
KR 0 0 1 1 
KW    5 0 0 5 
LA 280 1 0 281 
LB    2 1 0 3 
LT    1 6 0 7 
LU    2 4 0 6 
MW 0 1 0 1 
MX    29 16 33 78 
NL    0 2 0 2 
NO    1 32 16 49 
NZ    0 2 0 2 
PA    1 3 0 4 
PK    8 3 0 11 
PL    15 6 78 99 
PR    0 1 0 1 
PT    12 4 4 20 
QA    1 3 0 4 
RO    4 0 0 4 
RS    2 0 0 2 
RU    53 28 0 81 
SE    6 13 4 23 
SG    3 0 0 3 
SI    1 1 1 3 
SK    2 14 0 16 
SZ    0 2 0 2 
TR    5 3 0 8 
UA    5 4 0 9 
US    831 264 465 1560 
VE    1 0 1 2 
VN    24 26 0 50 
XX    1 8 0 9 
ZA    1 0 2 3 
Grand Total   1874 752 772 3398 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” for “hunting trophy” purposes, all sources. 
Data for 2009-10, obtained on 2 February 2012 
Data for 2011, obtained on 3 January 2013 
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Table 9: International trade in lions and their parts for hunting trophy purposes from all 
sources: Exporting countries.  

Country  2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AD 0 0 1 1 
AE 1 0 0 1 
BF    2 0 0 2 
BJ    0 6 1 7 
BW    3 6 1 10 
CA    2 3 0 5 
CF    22 26 1 49 
CM    12 2 0 14 
DK 0 0 1 1 
ET    0 1 0 1 
IT 0 0 1 1 
MX 1 0 0 1 
MZ    10 11 1 22 
NA    34 14 1 49 
NZ 0 1 0 1 
SA 1 0 0 1 
TZ    291 205 3 499 
UY 1 0 0 1 
ZA    1344 376 7 1727 
ZM    67 7 2 76 
ZW    75 61 3 139 
Grand Total  1866 719 23 2608 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” for “hunting trophy” purposes, all sources. 
Data for 2009-10, obtained on 2 February 2012 
Data for 2011, obtained on 3 January 2013 
 
Table 10: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for hunting 
trophy purposes. 
 

Term 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
bodies 8 1 1 10 
bones 16 45 4 65 
claws 22 26 26 74 
derivatives 0 8 0 8 
feet 2 6 0 8 
garments 1 0 1 2 
legs 2 0 0 2 
live 2 0 0 2 
skin pieces 2 1 0 3 
skins 99 64 11 174 
skulls 114 82 29 225 
specimens 0 5 0 5 
teeth 0 10 0 10 
trophies 204 243 428 875 
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Grand Total 472 491 500 1463 
UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” for wild sources, hunting trophy purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 
 

Table 11: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for hunting 
trophy purposes: Importing countries 

 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AE 2 1 3 6 
AG 0 4 0 4 
AR 0 3 0 3 
AT 6 7 4 17 
AU 3 2 0 5 
BE 7 3 1 11 
BG 1 4 3 8 
BS 1 2 0 3 
CA 16 39 5 60 
CH 0 0 1 1 
CL 0 0 1 1 
CN 0 7 0 7 
CZ 2 11 3 16 
DE 25 16 40 81 
DK 18 13 9 40 
ES 55 38 22 115 
FI 7 10 3 20 
FR 62 41 6 109 
GB 2 2 2 6 
HR 0 1 0 1 
HU 9 4 3 16 
ID 1 0 0 1 
IR 4 0 0 4 
IT 16 10 2 28 
KR 0 0 1 1 
KW 3 0 0 3 
LA 0 1 0 1 
LB 2 1 0 3 
LT 0 1 0 1 
LU 2 4 0 6 
MX 23 28 17 68 
NO 1 29 1 31 
NZ 0 2 0 2 
PA 1 3 0 4 
PH 0 1 0 1 
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PK 2 0 0 2 
PL 5 6 6 17 
PT 8 3 4 15 
RO 3 0 0 3 
RS 2 0 0 2 
RU 12 16 0 28 
SE 4 11 4 19 
SG 3 0 0 3 
SI 1 1 1 3 
SK 0 1 0 1 
SZ 0 2 0 2 
TR 5 0 0 5 
UA 3 0 0 3 
US 141 136 355 632 
VG 2 0 0 2 
VN 0 26 0 26 
XX 1 0 2 3 
ZA 11 1 1 13 
Grand Total 472 491 500 1463 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” for wild sources, hunting trophy purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 
 
Table 12:  International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for hunting 
trophy purposes: Exporting countries. 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AD 0 0 2 2 
AE 1 0 0 1 
BF 2 0 0 2 
BJ 0 6 1 7 
BW 3 6 2 11 
CA 2 3 0 5 
CF 22 26 2 50 
CH 1 0 0 1 
CM 12 2 0 14 
DK 0 0 1 1 
ET 0 1 0 1 
IT 0 0 1 1 
MX 1 0 0 1 
MZ 35 11 10 56 
NA 35 15 9 59 
NZ 0 1 0 1 
SA 1 0 0 1 
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TZ 291 225 62 578 
UY 1 0 0 1 
ZA 357 419 311 1087 
ZM 67 8 52 127 
ZW 75 61 45 181 
Grand Total 906 784 498 2188 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” for wild sources, hunting trophy purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 
 
Table 13: International trade in lions and their parts for commercial purposes and from all 
sources. 

Term 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
bodies    2 7 4 13 
bones    0 586 0 586 
claws    12 54 0 66 
derivatives 200 1 0 201 
feet    0 2 0 2 
garments 8 2 0 10 
live    5 20 11 36 
skeletons 5 173 0 178 
skins    0 0 15 15 
skulls    21 15 4 40 
specimens    2 7 0 9 
teeth    0 93 6 99 
trophies    21 65 3 89 
Grand Total   276 1025 43 1344 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” for “commercial” purposes, all sources. 
Data for 2009-10, obtained on 2 February 2012 
Data for 2011 obtained January 8, 2013 
 
Table 14: International trade in lions and their parts for commercial purposes and from all 
sources: Importing countries. 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AT    0 0 9 9 
AU    2 0 0 2 
BE    1 4 0 5 
BW    0 1 0 1 
CA    1 1 2 4 
CH    1 0 1 2 
CN    12 5 1 18 
DE    6 9 5 20 
DK    0 2 0 2 
ES    16 0 0 16 
FR    1 1 6 8 
GB    1 0 0 1 
GT 0 0 1 1 
HK    1 7 0 8 
IR    0 0 2 2 
JO 0 2 0 2 
JP    0 0 1 1 
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KR    0 0 2 2 
LA 5 890 0 895 
LB    0 1 1 2 
LY 0 2 0 2 
MX    3 1 0 4 
NA    7 0 0 7 
PK    0 4 0 4 
RU    0 1 0 1 
SA    0 1 0 1 
SZ    2 0 0 2 
TR    0 0 5 5 
UG 2 0 0 2 
US    214 7 7 228 
VE    1 0 0 1 
VN 0 74 0 74 
ZA    0 4 0 4 
ZM    0 7 0 7 
Grand Total  276 1024 43 1343 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” for “commercial” purposes, all sources. 
Data for 2009-10, obtained on 2 February 2012 
Data for 2011 obtained January 8, 2013 
 
Table 15: International trade in lions and their parts from all sources and for commercial 
purposes: Exporting Countries. 
 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AE 1 0 0 1 
AM 0 1 0 1 
AT 0 1 0 1 
BE 0 0 9 9 
BJ 0 0 3 3 
BW 7 9 0 16 
CA 0 1 0 1 
CH 0 1 0 1 
CM 0 0 6 6 
CN 200 0 0 200 
CZ 0 4 0 4 
DE 3 2 2 7 
ES 0 10 0 10 
ET 0 1 0 1 
FR 1 2 1 4 
GB 1 1 1 3 
JO 0 1 0 1 
KE 0 1 0 1 
LB 1 0 0 1 
MX 0 2 1 3 
NA 0 0 9 9 
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NL 0 0 1 1 
US 0 2 1 3 
UY 1 0 0 1 
ZA 59 867 9 935 
ZM 1 0 0 1 
ZW 1 0 0 1 
Grand Total 276 906 43 1225 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” for all sources, commercial purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 
 

Table 16: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for commercial 
purposes. 
 

Term 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
bodies 2 3 0 5 
bones 0 229 0 229 
claws 12 0 0 12 
derivatives 0 1 0 1 
garments 8 0 0 8 
live 2 0 0 2 
skins 20 16 10 46 
skulls 0 0 2 2 
trophies 21 15 2 38 
Grand Total 65 264 14 343 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net  imports” for wild sources, commercial purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 
 

Table 17: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for commercial 
purposes: Importing countries. 
 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AT 0 0 9 9 
BE 1 0 0 1 
BW 0 1 0 1 
CA 1 1 1 3 
CN 12 5 0 17 
DE 7 0 1 8 
ES 13 0 0 13 
FR 2 1 3 6 
GB 1 0 0 1 
HK 1 0 0 1 
LA 0 239 0 239 
LB 0 1 0 1 
MX 1 1 0 2 
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NA 7 0 0 7 
SA 0 1 0 1 
SZ 2 0 0 2 
UG 2 0 0 2 
US 14 4 0 18 
VE 1 0 0 1 
ZA 0 10 0 10 
Grand Total 65 264 14 343 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net  imports” for wild sources, commercial purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 
 

Table 18: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for commercial 
purposes: Exporting countries. 
 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AE 8 0 0 8 
BW 7 9 0 16 
CA 0 1 0 1 
ES 0 10 0 10 
ET 0 1 0 1 
GB 1 1 0 2 
NA 0 0 9 9 
US 1 1 1 3 
UY 1 0 0 1 
ZA 54 246 5 305 
ZM 1 0 0 1 
ZW 1 0 0 1 
Grand Total 74 269 15 358 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net  exports” for wild sources, commercial purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 
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January 27, 2015 

 

Janine Van Norman  

Chief, Branch of Foreign Species 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

5275 Leesburg Pike 

Falls Church, VA 22041–3803. 

 

Re: Comments from Petitioners on the Proposed Rule to List African Lions as 

Threatened with a Special Rule to Regulate Import, Export, Take, and Interstate 

Commerce of the Subspecies (Docket No. FWS–R9–ES–2012–0025) 

 

Dear Chief Van Norman, 

 

On March 1, 2011, the International Fund for Animal Welfare, Humane Society 

International, The Humane Society of the United States, Born Free USA, Born Free 

Foundation, The Fund for Animals (hereinafter “Petitioners”), and Defenders of Wildlife 

petitioned the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (“FWS” or “the Service”) to list the African lion 

(Panthera leo leo) pursuant to the Endangered Species Act (“ESA”, 16 U.S.C. § 1533). The 

petition and additional scientific information made available during the status review 

period and subsequently clearly demonstrate that the African lion is facing extinction 

throughout a significant portion of its range. Fewer than 40,000 African lions exist today, a 

population decrease of at least 48.5 percent over the past 22 years. Furthermore, the 

African lion now occupies only 22 percent of its historic range, and most populations are too 

small and isolated from other populations to be viable. 

 

Recognizing that the subspecies is imperiled because of habitat loss and human-caused 

mortality, on October 29, 2014, the Service published a proposed rule to list African lions as 

threatened. 79 Fed. Reg. 64472. The Service also proposed to issue a special rule that would 

require threatened species permits for otherwise prohibited activities involving the 

subspecies (including import, export, take, and interstate commerce in lions and lion parts). 

Id. See also 50 C.F.R. §§ 17.31, 17.32. Petitioners applaud the Service for taking action to 

protect the only big cat that does not currently receive protection under the ESA, and we 

strongly urge the Service to proceed expeditiously to finalize this proposed regulation to 

promote the conservation of African lions. See 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(6)(A)(i)(I) (providing that 
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the Service shall finalize a proposed listing regulation within one year from the date it is 

published in the Federal Register). 

 

Petitioners hereby submit the following comments on the Service’s finding that listing is 

warranted and the need to strictly implement the ESA permitting system with respect to 

lions. 

 

African Lion Survival is Threatened by Habitat Loss and Overutilization 

 

As discussed in our petition and further below, the best available scientific and commercial 

data make clear that the threats to the continued existence of Panthera leo leo are operative 

and significant, and the Service is thus required to extend ESA protection to African lions. 

See 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b) (the primary purpose of the ESA is to “provide a program for the 

conservation of such endangered species”); 16 U.S.C. § 1532(3) (the term “conservation” 

means “to use…all methods and procedures which are necessary to bring any endangered 

species or threatened species to the point at which the measures provided pursuant to this 

chapter are no longer necessary”).  

 

The ESA requires listing determinations to be made “solely on the basis of the best 

scientific and commercial data available...” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). See also New Mexico 

Cattle Growers v. U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, 248 F.3d 1277, 1284-85 (10th Cir. 2001) 

(quoting H.R. Rep. No. 97-567, pt. 1 at 29 (1982), “‘The addition of the word ‘solely’ is 

intended to remove from the process of listing or delisting of species any factor not related 

to the biological status of the species.’”); H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 835, 97th Cong. 2d Sess. 19-20 

(1982) (the limitations on the factors the Service may consider in making listing decisions 

were intended to “ensure that decisions . . . pertaining to listing . . . are based solely upon 

biological criteria and to prevent nonbiological considerations from affecting such 

decisions.”). Thus, potential future economic impacts on the trophy hunting industry caused 

by the listing cannot be considered in evaluating the African lion’s status. 

 

 Habitat Loss is a Threat to African Lion Survival 

 

New studies published since Petitioners filed their January 2013 comments on the Service’s 

90-day finding (77 Fed. Reg. 70727 (Nov. 27, 2012)) further demonstrate the need for the 

Service to regulate otherwise prohibited activities involving African lions.  For example, a 

study by Peterson et al. (2014)1 (which was not cited by FWS in the proposed rule) projected 

the impact of climate change on the distribution of the African lion by using ecological niche 

models combined with climate model scenarios for 2040-2070. The authors found that 

“there is little to inspire optimism regarding the future of lions” and predicted that 

ecological conditions in southern Africa will become less suitable for lions, while those in 

West Africa will become “distinctly less suitable or even uninhabitable”. The authors 

conclude that “investments in conservation of lions are best focused in East African 

reserves that are most likely to be able to sustain populations in the medium term.”  

 

                                                           
1 A. Townsend Peterson, Thomas Radocy, Erin Hall, Julian C. Kerbis Peterhans and Gastone G. 

Celesia (2014). The potential distribution of the Vulnerable African lion Panthera leo in the face of 

changing global climate. Oryx, 48, pp 555-564. doi:10.1017/S0030605312000919.  
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As the Service acknowledged in the proposed rule, the plight of lions in West Africa is 

particularly bleak. Henschel et al. (2014)2 estimate that of 21 protected areas surveyed in 

11 countries in West Africa (Guinea-Bissau, Senegal, Mali, Guinea, Cote d’Ivoire, Ghana, 

Burkina Faso, Togo, Benin, Niger, and Nigeria), only four had lions; three of these 

protected areas had fewer than 50 lions and the only large population had an estimated 356 

lions (range: 246-466). The authors estimate that the total number of lions remaining in 

West Africa is 406 and the range was estimated to be only 1.1% of the historic range in 

West Africa. The authors conclude that the lion has “undergone a catastrophic collapse in 

West Africa”. Thus, in West Africa the lion satisfies the IUCN Red List criteria for a 

“critically endangered” listing because the population is declining, it has fewer than 250 

mature individuals, and more than 90% of individuals are in one population.  

 

Petitioners have argued that this subspecies is in danger of extinction because of habitat 

loss, and the Service has acknowledged that habitat loss is a severe threat throughout the 

African lion’s range; thus, the subspecies must be listed under the ESA based on this factor 

alone.  

 

 Trophy Hunting is a Threat to African Lion Survival 

 

Petitioners agree with the Service’s finding that human-lion conflict (e.g., retaliatory killing 

and loss of prey base) is a serious threat to African lion survival. 79 Fed. Reg. at 64498. But 

the best available scientific evidence further demonstrates that trophy hunting contributes 

to substantial declines in lion populations across African range states, and therefore puts 

the subspecies in danger of extinction. Thus, Petitioners strongly object to the Service’s 

finding that “trophy hunting is not a significant threat to the species.” 79 Fed. Reg. at 

64494.  Such finding is not supported by the administrative record and is contrary to 

multiple peer-reviewed studies, some of which the Service appears to have inexplicably 

ignored in its decision-making.  

 

For example, with the world’s preeminent lion scientist as the lead author, Packer et al. 

(2009)3 and Packer et al. (2010)4 identify trophy hunting as the likely cause of multiple lion 

population declines in Africa. In addition to direct population reduction through lethal take, 

trophy hunting poses a threat to lions because it can weaken a population’s genetic 

constitution (e.g. Allendorf et al. 20085). Because hunters target the biggest and strongest 

males, trophy hunting removes these animals from the breeding pool and unnaturally 

selects for smaller or weaker animals (Allendorf and Hard, 20096). In this way, trophy 

                                                           
2 Henschel, P., Coad, L., Burton, C., Chataigner, B., Dunn, A., MacDonald, D., ... & Hunter, L. T. 

(2014). The lion in West Africa is critically endangered. PloS one, 9(1), e83500. 
3 Packer, C., Kosmala, M., Cooley, H.S., Brink, H., Pintea, L., Garshelis, D., Purchase, G., Strauss, 

M., Swanson, A., Balme, G., Hunter, L., and Nowell, K. (2009). Sport Hunting, Predator Control and 

Conservation of Large Carnivores. PLoS ONE, 4(6): e5941. DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0005941 
4 Packer, C., Brink, H., Kissui, B.M., Maliti, H., Kushnir, H., and Caro, T. (2010) Effects of 

trophy hunting on lion and leopard populations in Tanzania. Conservation Biology, 25, 142–153. 
5 Allendorf, F.W., England, P.R., Luikart, G., Ritchie, P.A., and Ryman, N. (2008). Genetic effects of 

harvest on wild animal populations. Trends in Ecology and Evolution, 23, 327-337. 

doi:10.1016/j.tree.2008.02.008 
6 Allendorf, F.W. and Hard, J.J. (2009). Human-induced evolution caused by unnatural selection 

through harvest of wild animals. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United 

States of America, 106, 9987-9994. 
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hunting can decrease genetic variation, shift the population structure, and cause unnatural 

evolutionary impacts (Allendorf et al., 2008). This effect has already been documented in 

other species. For example, selective hunting likely increased the occurrence of mature 

female African elephants (Loxodonta africana) lacking tusks from 10% to 38% in parts of 

Zambia over 20 years (Jachmann et al. 19957), and recent studies of bighorn sheep suggest 

that horn size and body weight decreased over time as a result of trophy hunting (e.g. 

Coltman et al., 20038; Festa-Bianchet et al., 20139).  

 

With respect to the African lion specifically, several recent studies have identified trophy 

hunting as a threat to the species. Notably, Sogbohossou et al. (2014)10 studied lions in 

Pendjari Biosphere Reserve, Benin, which includes Pendjari National Park, Pendjari 

Hunting Zone, and Konkombri Hunting Zone. The authors concluded that the low lion 

density and small group size found in Pendjari is due to human disturbance and mortality 

through trophy hunting, and infer that this may also be the case in other protected areas in 

West and Central Africa. They also noted that the Pendjari lion hunting quota is three 

times higher than recommended by Packer et al. (2011), and the existing age limit for ‘old 

males’ is not enforced. 

 

Additionally, a new study by Dolrenry et al. (2014)11 (which was not cited by FWS in the 

proposed rule) describe lions as under threat in both Tanzania and Kenya where, despite 

the fact that the countries contain more than half of the remaining lions in Africa, lion 

populations are declining due in part to “overexploitation due to poor management of 

trophy hunting”. The authors state that lion populations in East Africa exist in a 

metapopulation structure in which distinct populations exist in patches with limited 

migration or dispersal. The authors found that males are key to ensuring connectivity and 

occupancy of patches within a metapopulation because they show greater dispersal than 

females. However, the authors warned that “if male lions are not able to disperse from 

stable populations, as may be the case where adult male survival is low, i.e., sport hunting 

areas, this could result in a lower rescue effect for the broader metapopulation, causing an 

increased risk of extinction for local populations.” 

 

Another new study, by Groom et al. (2014)12, which was not cited by FWS in the proposed 

rule, looked at lion population sizes in two areas in Zimbabwe using a direct method of 

counting lions. One of the study areas is a national park (Gonarezhou) surrounded by 

                                                           
7 Jachmann, H., Berry, P.S.M., and Imae, H. (1995). Tusklessness in African Elephants: a future 

trend. African Journal of Ecology, 33, 230-235. DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-2028.1995.tb00800.x 
8 Coltman, D.W., O’Donoghue, P., Jorgenson, J.T., Hogg, J.T., Strobeck, C., and Festa-Bianchet, M. 

(2003). Undesirable evolutionary consequences of trophy hunting. Nature, 426, 655-658. 

doi:10.1038/nature02177 
9 Festa-Bianchet, M., Pelletier, F., Jorgenson, J.T., Feder, C., and Hubbs, A. (2013). Decrease in 

Horn Size and Increase in Age of Trophy Sheep in Alberta Over 37 Years. Journal of Wildlife 

Management, 78, 133-141. 
10 Sogbohossou, E. A., Bauer, H., Loveridge, A., Funston, P. J., De Snoo, G. R., Sinsin, B., & De 

Iongh, H. H. (2014). Social Structure of Lions (Panthera leo) Is Affected by Management in Pendjari 

Biosphere Reserve, Benin. PloS one, 9(1), e84674. 
11 S. Dolrenry, J. Stenglein, L. Hazzah, R.S. Lutz, and L. Frank (2014). A metapopulation approach 

to African lion (Panthera leo) conservation. Plos One 9 (2), e88081. 
12 R.J. Groom, P.J. Funston and R. Mandisodza (2014). Surveys of lions Panthera leo in protected 

areas in Zimbabwe yield disturbing results: what is driving the population collapse? Oryx 2014: 1-9. 
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trophy hunting concessions; in the other area (Tuli) trophy hunting is permitted. The 

authors were able to directly count only ten lions in Gonarezhou and no lions in Tuli. 

However, based on prey density, the authors expected 248 lions to exist in Gonarezhou and 

31 in Tuli. Therefore, lion density estimates were significantly lower using direct count 

methods than using estimates based on prey density. The authors state that previous lion 

population size estimates that relied on prey base, including often-cited papers by 

Chardonnet (2002), Bauer & van der Merwe (2004) and the IUCN Cat Specialist Group 

(2006), may have seriously over-estimated lion population sizes. The authors also concluded 

that the low densities of lions found are due to the collapse of these populations in the past 

because of “unsustainably high trophy hunting within Tuli and in the concessions around 

Gonarezhou …” in addition to other anthropogenic factors. Between 2001 and 2011, the lion 

quota for concessions around Gonarezhou totaled 74 male and 9 female lions, although no 

lions were hunted there since 2009. One Mozambique hunting area adjacent to Gonarezhou 

had a hunting quota of 7 male lions in 2009 which the authors point out was 14 times the 

recommendation for establishing lion hunting quotas. The Tuli area, which is much smaller 

than Gonarezhou, also had a high lion trophy hunting quota over the period of 2000-2009 of 

16 males, which also exceeded the general recommendation; there was no lion hunting 

there in 2010-2011. The authors conclude that ‘hunting has probably had a strong negative 

effect on lion abundance in both reserves.”  

 

Lindsey et al. (2014)13 reviewed the functioning of Zambia’s protected areas and game 

management areas (GMAs, where trophy hunting occurs), but this study was not cited by 

FWS in the proposed rule. The authors found numerous problems that pertain to 

management of trophy hunting (generally, not specific to lions except in one instance) in 

GMAs including: uncontrolled human immigration and open access to wildlife; the Zambia 

Wildlife Authority (ZAWA) retains most of income derived from trophy hunting, little of 

this income goes to people living in GMAs with affluent community members benefiting 

most, and there are frequent financial irregularities associated with the distribution of this 

income; scouts employed in anti-poaching in GMAs are poorly and irregularly paid, 

insufficiently trained and equipped, and inadequate in number; ZAWA is poorly funded, 

has an inadequate number of staff to protect wildlife against poaching (particularly 

‘resurgent’ elephant poaching), has increased hunting quotas to unsustainable levels in 

GMAs in order to raise money (the authors state that ZAWA ‘are sometimes forced to make 

decisions to achieve financial survival at the expense of the wildlife they are mandated to 

conserve’), establishes trophy quotas arbitrarily (the authors note that “quotas of lions have 

been particularly excessive”), and does not monitor wildlife populations or trophies;  and 

hunting concession agreements are not effectively enforced and unscrupulous concession 

operators are not adequately punished.  The authors blame these many failures for the low 

numbers and diversity of wildlife. Of relevance to lions, the authors note that “depressed 

prey populations means that predator populations are almost certainly also occurring well 

below historic densities.” 

                                                           
13 Lindsey, P. A., Nyirenda, V. R., Barnes, J. I., Becker, M. S., McRobb, R., Tambling, C. J., ... & 

t’Sas-Rolfes, M. (2014). Underperformance of African Protected Area Networks and the Case for New 

Conservation Models: Insights from Zambia. PloS one, 9(5), e94109. 
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FWS also does not appear to have considered a new study by Rosenblatt et al. (2014)14 that 

focuses on lions in South Luangwa National Park, Zambia, and associated Game 

Management Areas (GMAs, where trophy hunting occurs) from 2008-2012 (just before a 

hunting ban was instituted in January 2013) and found a declining lion population with low 

recruitment, low sub-adult and adult survivorship, depletion of adult males and an aging 

adult female population. Trophy hunting was the leading cause of death. The authors 

stated that the trophy hunting of male lions from the Park in the GMAs led to the turnover 

of male coalitions within the Park thereby “continually creating open territories and 

weakening established coalitions by removing their members.” The authors looked at other 

possible factors that may have caused severe depletion of males but concluded, “it is 

unlikely that factors other than trophy hunting significantly contributed to the severe male 

depletion”. Regarding their findings on low cub recruitment, the authors further state that 

“infanticide following turnover in male coalitions is well-documented in lions” and 

“increased turnover of male coalitions from trophy hunting is expected to produce the low 

cub recruitment that we observed”). The authors also recognize trophy hunting as one of 

the reasons for the decline of the lion throughout its range. The authors support 

continuation of the hunting ban to “at least 2016” to allow for recovery. Thereafter, they 

recommend substantially reduced quotas, age-limits, and effective trophy monitoring.  

Regarding the hunting ban, Zambia is considered to have one of the eight remaining lion 

strongholds and has a National Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion, 

published in 2009, the intent of which is to establish science-based policy. However, Zambia 

banned lion trophy hunting in January 2013 due to concerns over excessive quotas, 

mismanagement, lion declines and lack of scientific data (see: 

http://www.reuters.com/article/2013/01/10/uk-zambia-hunting-ban-

idUSLNE90900T20130110 ).  

 

Lion scientists have produced a steady drumbeat of warnings that trophy hunting across 

African range states is unsustainable and is a threat to survival of the species: 

 

African Continent: 

 Rosenblatt (2014): “…overharvesting of lions has been well-documented throughout 

Africa”, recognize trophy hunting as one of the reasons for the decline of the lion 

throughout its range.   

 Hunter et al. (2014): “there is considerable scientific evidence of negative population 

impacts associated with poorly-managed trophy hunting of lions.” The authors state 

“there have been documented negative impact on lion populations resulting from 

trophy hunting” and call for lion trophy hunting reform. 

 Lindsey et al. (2013) stated that, regarding the recent decline of lion populations, 

“Most of the factors that contribute to this decline are now well understood, although 

evidence of the impacts of trophy hunting on lions has only emerged relatively 

recently.” The authors also state, “lion quotas remain higher than the 0.5/1,000 km2 

recommended by [Packer et al. (2011)] in all countries except Mozambique” and “in 

all countries where data are available, harvests appear too high in a proportion of 

hunting blocks.” 

                                                           
14 Rosenblatt, E., Becker, M. S., Creel, S., Droge, E., Mweetwa, T., Schuette, P. A., ... & Mwape, H. 

(2014). Detecting declines of apex carnivores and evaluating their causes: An example with Zambian 

lions. Biological Conservation, 180, 176-186. 

http://www.reuters.com/article/2013/01/10/uk-zambia-hunting-ban-idUSLNE90900T20130110
http://www.reuters.com/article/2013/01/10/uk-zambia-hunting-ban-idUSLNE90900T20130110
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Zambia: 

 Rosenblatt et al. (2014): found a declining lion population in South Luangwa 

National Park with low recruitment, low sub-adult and adult survivorship, depletion 

of adult males and an aging adult female population and attributed this to the 

“severe male depletion” caused by trophy hunting. 

 Lindsey et al. (2014): numerous problems identified with trophy hunting in Zambia 

including that the Zambia Wildlife Authority establishes trophy quotas arbitrarily 

and “quotas of lions have been particularly excessive”.  

 Lindsey et al. (2013): “Excessive offtake from trophy hunting also lowered 

population density of lions and altered sex-ratios of lions in Hwange National Park, 

Zimbabwe, South Luangwa, Kafue and Lower Zambezi national parks in Zambia, 

and the Bénoué Complex in Cameroon.” The authors also said that mean lion 

harvests are higher than Packer et al. (2011) 0.5/1,000 km2 threshold in Zambia. 

Tanzania: 

 Dolrenry et al. (2014): populations in Tanzania are declining in part due to 

“overexploitation due to poor management of trophy hunting”. 

 Lindsey et al. (2013): “Trophy hunting has contributed to population declines outside 

(and inside some) protected areas in Tanzania, a country that holds between 30-50% 

of Africa’s lion.” 

Zimbabwe: 

 Groom et al. (2014): the low densities of lion populations in Gonarezhou National 

Park and trophy hunting concessions in Tuli are due to the collapse of these 

populations in the past due to “unsustainably high trophy hunting within Tuli and 

in the concessions around Gonarezhou ….” The authors concluded, “hunting has 

probably had a strong negative effect on lion abundance in both reserves.” 

 Lindsey et al. (2013): “Excessive offtake from trophy hunting also lowered 

population density of lions and altered sex-ratios of lions in Hwange National Park, 

Zimbabwe, South Luangwa, Kafue and Lower Zambezi national parks in Zambia, 

and the Bénoué Complex in Cameroon.” 

 Lindsey et al. (2013): mean lion harvests are higher than Packer et al. (2011) 

0.5/1,000 km2 threshold in Zimbabwe. 

Namibia: 

 Lindsey et al. (2013): mean lion harvests are higher than Packer et al. (2011) 

0.5/1,000 km2 threshold in Namibia. 

Cameroon: 

 Lindsey et al. (2013): “Excessive offtake from trophy hunting also lowered 

population density of lions and altered sex-ratios of lions in Hwange National Park, 

Zimbabwe, South Luangwa, Kafue and Lower Zambezi national parks in Zambia, 

and the Bénoué Complex in Cameroon.” 

Burkina Faso: 

 Lindsey et al. (2013): mean lion harvests are higher than Packer et al. (2011) 

0.5/1,000 km2 threshold in Burkina Faso. 

Benin: 
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 Sogbohossou et al. (2014): the low lion density and small group size found in 

Pendjari  Biosphere Reserve in Benin is due to human disturbance and mortality 

through trophy hunting, the Pendjari lion hunting quota is three times higher than 

recommended by Packer et al. (2011), and the existing age limit for ‘old males’ is not 

enforced. 

Instead of heeding these warnings, the Service took the position in the proposed rule that 

trophy hunting contributes to lion conservation by creating a revenue stream that could 

ostensibly be used to fund lion conservation efforts. See 79 Fed. Reg. at 64471, 64492, 

64493, 64499. However, as demonstrated in our petition and subsequent comments, few of 

the potential dividends from hunting are consistently realized by local communities that 

live amongst lions. According to an IUCN analysis from 2009, big-game hunting only 

provided one job for every 10,000 inhabitants in the area studied,15 and many of these jobs 

were temporary seasonal positions like opening the trails at the start of the hunting season 

(IUCN 200916). Trophy hunting fails to create a significant number of permanent jobs (and 

those that it does create do not automatically benefit conservation), but ecotourism offers a 

possible solution. Consider the Okavango in Botswana where, as of 2009, a safari 

ecotourism tourism park provided 39 times the number of jobs than would big-game 

hunting on an area of equal size (IUCN 2009). Another example is the Luangwa National 

Park in Zambia, which produced twice the number of jobs provided by Benin and Burkina 

Faso’s trophy hunting sector combined in 2007 (IUCN 2009). 

 

The IUCN also found that Africa’s 11 main big-game hunting countries only contributed an 

average of 0.6% to the national GDP as of 2009 (IUCN 2009). Of this marginal profit, 

studies suggest that as little as 3-5% of trophy hunting revenues are actually shared with 

local communities (Economists 201317; IUCN 2009; Sachedina 200818). Perhaps because of 

this, locals do not always view trophy hunting as the positive economic driver that hunting 

advocates portray it as. For example, villagers in Emboreet village in Tanzania 

characterized hunting as “destructive, exploitative, and disempowering,” and blame 

hunting for jeopardizing village revenues (Sachedina et al. 2008). The same study presents 

an interview with a the Village Executive Officer, who explained that villagers feel more 

closely partnered with photographic tour operators than with hunters because hunters “are 

finishing off the wildlife before we’ve had a chance to realize a profit from it,” and because 

villagers never see the 5% of revenue they are supposed to receive from trophy hunting 

(Sachedina et al. 2008).  

 

By ignoring record evidence and new studies showing that trophy hunting is a significant 

threat to African lions, the Service’s contrary finding on this point fails to comply with the 

ESA mandate that listing decisions be made on the basis of the best available scientific 

evidence. The Service’s finding that recreational lethal take benefits a threatened species 

                                                           
15 South Africa, Namibia, Tanzania, Botswana, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Burkina, and 

Benin. 
16 IUCN. (2009). Programme Afrique Centrale et Occidentale. Big Game Hunting in West Africa. 

What is its contribution to conservation? 
17 Economists at Large. (2013). The $200 million question: How much does trophy hunting really 

contribute to African communities? A report for the African Lion Coalition, prepared by Economists 

at Large, Melbourne, Australia. 
18 Sachedina, H.T. 2008. “Wildlife Is Our Oil : Conservation, Livelihoods and NGOs in the Tarangire 

Ecosystem, Tanzania.” University of Oxford. PhD. Thesis. 
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furthers the notion that imperiled lions are worth more dead than alive, which ultimately 

serves to undermine lion conservation. Trophy hunting is a significant threat to lion 

populations because it contributes to population declines, disrupts the social structures of 

lion prides, and weakens the population’s genetic composition. As discussed further below, 

hunting quotas do not mitigate these impacts because they are often not scientifically 

supported and corruption impairs the efficacy of these and other wildlife enforcement laws 

and regulations. Furthermore, trophy hunting generates very few jobs and shares little 

revenue with local communities.  

 

Thus, when the Service finalizes this rule, it must amend its finding to reflect that the 

African lion is also threatened with extinction in part as a result of trophy hunting (in 

addition to habitat loss and human-lion conflict).  And once such listing is finalized, the 

Service must ensure that no permits are issued to import trophies when it cannot be 

guaranteed that the lethal take of that specific animal enhanced the survival of the 

subspecies. 

 

 

FWS Must Strictly Regulate Import, Take, & Interstate Commerce in African Lions 

 

Pursuant to the ESA and Fish and Wildlife Service regulations, once the Service lists a 

species as threatened, individuals of the species, whether captive or wild, may not be 

subjected to import, export, take, or interstate commerce, unless such action is conducted 

pursuant to a permit or a special rule. 16 U.S.C. § 1538(a); 50 C.F.R. §§ 17.31, 17.32, 17.40. 

Special rules must be designed and implemented to promote the conservation of the species. 

See Sierra Club v. Clark, 755 F.2d 608 (8th Cir. 1985). The Service has proposed to adopt a 

special rule for African lions that would require a threatened species permit for all 

otherwise prohibited activities (79 Fed. Reg. at 64502).  In order to ensure that this special 

rule is implemented in a manner to actually promote the conservation of African lions (as 

required by law), the Service must strictly scrutinize such permit applications and ensure 

there is transparency in that process.  

 

As an initial matter, Petitioners applaud the Service for finding that the presumption that 

imports of threatened species on CITES Appendix II serve a conservation purpose is easily 

rebutted with respect to African lions. 79 Fed. Reg. at 64501; 16 U.S.C. § 1538(c)(2). Indeed, 

it is imperative that the Service exercise stringent oversight of any imports of African lions 

and African lion parts, as the international trade in trophies, claws, teeth, and other 

specimens drives unsustainable take of the subspecies for recreational purposes.  While it is 

not the Service’s standard policy to publish notice and solicit comment on threatened 

species permits, Petitioners strongly urge the Service to do so at least with respect to 

permits involving imports of African lions, as soliciting scientific input would improve the 

Service’s analysis of whether a specific import would promote the conservation purpose of 

the ESA.  

 

Threatened species permits, which the Service has proposed to apply to African lions, can 

only be issued for conservation purposes. 16 U.S.C. § 1531(c)(1) (FWS “shall seek to 

conserve endangered and threatened species and shall utilize [its] authorities in 

furtherance of the purpose[]” of the ESA, i.e., conservation, 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b)). FWS 

regulations provide for threatened species permits for scientific purposes, the enhancement 

of propagation or survival, economic hardship, zoological exhibition, educational purposes, 
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or incidental taking. 50 C.F.R. § 17.32. In deciding whether to issue a threatened species 

permit, the FWS must consider “[t]he probable direct and indirect effect which issuing the 

permit would have on the wild populations of the wildlife sought to be covered by the 

permit;” “[w]hether the permit . . . would in any way, directly or indirectly, conflict with any 

known program intended to enhance the survival probabilities of the population from which 

the wildlife sought to be covered by the permit was or would be removed;” “whether the 

purpose for which the permit is required would be likely to reduce the threat of extinction 

facing the species”; “[t]he opinions or views of scientists or other persons or organizations 

having expertise concerning the wildlife or other matters germane to the application;” and 

“[w]hether the expertise, facilities, or other resources available to the applicant appear 

adequate to successfully accomplish the objectives stated in the application.”  50 C.F.R. § 

17.32(a)(2). 

 

The most logical way to ensure that otherwise prohibited activities promote conservation is 

to analyze threatened species permits under the enhancement standard (e.g., in order for 

use of a threatened species for scientific purposes, zoological exhibition, or educational 

purposes to benefit conservation efforts, as required by the ESA, such activities must 

actually enhance the survival of the species).  As the plain language of the statute makes 

clear, enhancement authorization may only be issued for activities that positively benefit 

the species in the wild. See also U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Handbook (1996) (making 

clear that an enhancement activity “must go beyond having a neutral effect and actually 

have a positive effect”). 

 

 Permits for Lion Imports Should be Rarely, if Ever, Issued 

 

Because lions are not native to the U.S., the import of lions and lion parts makes up a 

significant portion of the activity that the Service will need to oversee once this rule is 

finalized.  Our March 2011 petition documented that the African lion was over-utilized and 

that the U.S. is a major importer of African lions and their parts. Specifically, we found that 

that between 1999 and 200819 the U.S. imported 13,484 lion specimens reported as being 

from a wild source (62 percent of the total), which is the equivalent of at least 4,021 lions; 

this averages to 402 wild-source lions per year. An updated search of U.S. imports using the 

same methodology reveals that the U.S. imported the parts of at least 2,205 wild-source 

lions from 2009-2013 (Table 1, Annex Table A1), which averages to 441 wild-source lions 

per year. This indicates that the annual average number of wild-source lions imported to 

the U.S. over the last five years has increased by approximately 39 lions per year or 9.7% 

over the annual average during 1999-2008.  

 

Our petition also found that between 1999 and 2008 the U.S. imported about 3,600 wild-

source lions just for hunting trophy purposes; this averages to 360 wild-source lions per 

year.  An updated search of U.S. imports using the same methodology reveals that the U.S. 

imported the parts of a minimum of 2,163 wild-source lions for hunting trophy purposes 

from 2009-2013 (Table 1, Annex Table A1), which averages to 432 wild-source lions per 

year. This indicates that the annual average number of wild-source lions imported to the 

U.S. over the last five years has increased by approximately 72 lions per year or about 20% 

over the annual average during 1999-2008.  

 

                                                           
19 Based on a search of the CITES Trade Database using methodology described in our petition. 
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Table 1. Summary: Gross imports to U.S. of Panthera leo specimens equal to one lion each 

from wild sources 

 

Purpose codes: H = hunting trophy; P = personal; T = commercial 

Further, UNEP-WCMC (2014)20 provides an analysis of CITES trade records from the 

CITES Trade Database pertaining to international trade in lion trophies for the years 2003-

2012. The report also looks at “threats, uses and management” and notes that many 

authors have noted concerns with existing management of trophy hunting in many areas. 

 

Consequently, the threat of over-utilization caused by the importation of wild-source 

African lions – including that for trophy hunting purposes – to the U.S. has increased since 

our petition was filed. Thus, it is essential that the Service require permits for African lion 

imports so that such applications can be rigorously evaluated to ensure that no imports are 

allowed if the lion was taken in an unsustainable manner. 

 

 FWS Must Annually Review Range State Management Plans 

 

The Service acknowledged in its proposed rule that lion trophy hunting is “a highly complex 

issue that has raised considerable controversy” and that if lions are hunted in a country 

that does not have a “scientifically based management program” such hunting should not 

be sanctioned via an import permit.  See 79 Fed. Reg. at 64488, 64492-93, 64501. According 

to the proposed rule, in 2013 trophy hunting of wild lions occurred in nine countries: Benin, 

Burkina Faso, CAR, Mozambique, Namibia, RSA, Tanzania, Zambia, and Zimbabwe. 79 

Fed. Reg. at 64488.  Further, it is well established that canned hunting of captive lions in 

South Africa accounts for a substantial portion of the lion trophies imported into the U.S. 

 

Before issuing a threatened species permit for the import of a lion trophy or part, the 

Service must evaluate whether the source country has established a scientifically based 

management program that is developed and implemented to promote the conservation of 

the species in each management area.  Petitioners recommend that the Service determine 

on an annual basis whether it could make an enhancement finding for each country where 

lion hunting occurs.  In order to facilitate that evaluation, the Service should adopt criteria 

that range state and management area plans must meet.  Petitioners generally support the 

                                                           
20 UNEP-WCMC (2014). Review of trophy hunting in selected species. UNEP-WCMC, Cambridge. 

Term Purpose 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

bodies H 5 3 0 2 0 10 

live  H 0 0 8  0 0 8 

skins H 40 39 63 100 36 278 

trophies H 436 416 347 376 292 1867 

live  P 1  0 0 0 0 1 

skins P 6 3 1 1 0 11 

trophies P 10 4 1 2 2 19 

bodies T 1 0 1 0 0 2 

skins T 0 1 0 1 2 4 

trophies T 2 2 1 0 0 5 

Subtotals  501 468 422 482 332 2205 
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concepts behind the “best practices” referenced in the proposed rule: quota-setting; 

moratoriums; minimum age requirements; minimum trophy quality, sizes, and standards; 

wildlife hunting regulations enacted and enforced; professional hunting training courses; 

professional hunter standards established; compliance with CITES demonstrated; 

monitoring; and information and data collection and analysis. 79 Fed. Reg. at 64491. 

 

With respect to quotas, Petitioners would note that the mere requirement that quotas are 

established is not enough. Lion trophy hunting quotas are not usually established on a 

scientific basis and are instead based on personal opinions influenced by the presence of 

problem animals (Lindsey et al. 2013; Packer et al. 2009). As of 2013, lion quotas in all 

countries except Mozambique were higher than the 0.5/1,000 km2 recommended by Packer 

et al. (2010) (Lindsey et al. 2013). And even if quotas or other trophy hunting regulations 

were developed using ideal scientific data and methodology, poor enforcement due to 

corruption often render them unsuccessful in curbing the negative effects of trophy hunting. 

It is well documented that corruption is prevalent in some lion range countries and that it 

weakens the enforcement of wildlife protection laws (e.g. IUCN 2009; Kideghesho 200821; 

Kimati 201222). We applaud the Service for acknowledging that the high financial 

investment associated with lion trophy hunting makes it a target for corruption (79 Fed. 

Reg. at 64471). While it is admirable that some countries are taking action to combat 

corruption, it is unreasonable to assume that corruption will decline to a level where its 

inhibitory impacts can be discounted in the near future.  

 

Many well-respected lion experts agree that “there is considerable scientific evidence of 

negative population impacts associated with poorly-managed trophy hunting of lions.” 

Hunter et al. (2014)23.  The authors point to examples of such poor management practices in 

South Luangwa, Kafue and Lower Zambezi National Parks in Zambia; Tuli Safari Area, 

Gonarezhou National Park and Hwange National Park in Zimbabwe; the Bénoué Complex 

in Cameroon; and in the entire country of Tanzania. The authors list the five problems that 

likely cause these negative impacts:  

• Usually, lion hunting quotas are not science-based and there is no population 

monitoring.  

• Quotas are set too high. There is documented scientific evidence that lion 

quotas and offtake in “several countries” are higher than populations can sustain. 

• “Several countries” have fixed quotas where hunting operators are charged 

for a proportion of the total regardless of the number of animals hunted which 

encourages them to kill all the animals on the fixed portion of the quota “regardless 

of sustainability”.  

• Age restrictions are applied only in Tanzania, western Zimbabwe and Niassa 

National Reserve in Mozambique. 

• Females can be hunted in Namibia and Zimbabwe. 

                                                           
21 Kideghesho, J.R. (2008). Who Pays for Wildlife Conservation in Tanzania and Who Benefits?  

Faculty of Forestry and Nature Conservation, Department of Wildlife Management, Sokoine 

University of Agriculture, P.O. Box 3073, Morogoro Tanzania.  
22 Kimati, B.  (2012). Tanzania: Kagasheki Warns Corrupt Hunters.  Tanzania Daily News (Dar es 

Salaam. Available at: http://allafrica.com/stories/201209060195.html, Accessed 1/13/2015. 
23 Hunter, L., Lindsey, P., Balme, G., Becker, M., Begg, C., Brink, H. …White, P., Whitman-Gelatt, 

K. (2014). Urgent and comprehensive reform of trophy hunting of lions is a better option than an 

endangered listing; a science-based consenus [sic]. Unpublished. 

http://allafrica.com/stories/201209060195.html
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Hunter et al. make the following recommendations on reforming lion trophy hunting: 

 Establish, implement and enforce a rule to restrict trophies to males of six years of 

age or older in all range States. Compliance should be evaluated by “multiple 

independent assessors at a central repository to ensure consistency.” Penalize 

operators by reducing quotas if they shoot underage lions and reward elevated 

quotas to those who shoot lions in accordance with the rule.  For monitoring, 

operators should be required to submit a completed questionnaire, photographs and 

x-ray analysis of pre-molar teeth for each lion shot.  

 Independent lion hunting and trophy monitoring by scientists, NGOs, etc. instead of 

governments to ensure transparency and objectivity. Submission of information 

hunting (such as hunt effort) and trophies (such as age of animal) to the monitoring 

body should be mandatory and a pre-requisite for receiving an export permit. Over 

time, the monitoring body could use changes in measured variables to set quotas 

that prevent over-harvesting. 

 Until age restrictions and trophy monitoring are in place, implement maximum 

quotas (such as Packer’s general figure of 0.5 lions per 1,000 km2) to prevent 

excessive harvest.  

 Restrict harvest to males. 

 Stop ‘fixed quota fees” whereby operators pay for lions before they are hunted, thus 

encouraging more lions to be shot because they have “been paid for”. 

 Unified approach to lion hunting amongst the 11 countries where it occurs so that no 

one country would be disadvantaged by the reforms, and the benefit to lions of the 

reforms could be spread over all countries.  

Similarly, Lindsey et al. (2013)24 identified the following ‘key problems and necessary 

interventions’ associated with the management of lion trophy hunting: 

 The basis for the establishment of quotas is arbitrary; they are not established in a 

scientific manner, instead being established on personal opinion including that of 

hunting operators or on problem animal reports. The authors recommend immediate 

establishment of quota caps following recommendation of Packer et al. (2011) for 

setting thresholds for offtake, until age restrictions, trophy monitoring and adaptive 

quota management are put into place. 

 Lack of enforced age restrictions.  

 The hunting of females is permitted in Namibia. 

 Fixed quotas encourage more lions to be killed. 

 Lack of minimum hunt lengths in some countries is a problem because hunters do 

not have time to be selective and longer hunts can bring in more money. The authors 

recommend a 21-day hunt minimum. 

 General problems associated with management of trophy hunting include:  

o Corruption: Thus it is important that lion hunting management is done 

transparently with “independent verification of processes such as quota 

setting, concession allocation and trophy monitoring.” 

o Closed tender systems for hunting concession allocation: Need to award 

hunting concessions to those who have a good track record. 

                                                           
24 Lindsey, P. A., Balme, G. A., Funston, P., Henschel, P., Hunter, L., Madzikanda, H., ... & 

Nyirenda, V. (2013). The trophy hunting of African lions: Scale, current management practices and 

factors undermining sustainability. PloS one, 8(9), e73808. 
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o Short lease periods for concessions encourages over-use. 

 

Rosenblatt et al. (2014) also provide a synopsis of practices that have been proposed to help 

ensure that lion hunting is sustainable: “conservative quotas (0.5 lions/1000 km2)” (Packer 

et al. 2011), “harvest restricted to older age-classes, changes in the quota allocation 

structure and accurate and transparent trophy monitoring and enforcement” (Lindsey et al. 

2013a), “close monitoring to prevent unsustainable harvesting”, and a rotation of hunting 

between the populations on a three year cycle. 

 

Therefore, in addition to annually reviewing each range state management plan, 

Petitioners strongly urge the Service to establish formal guidance on how permit biologists 

should evaluate each application to import a lion trophy.  For example, in order to make an 

enhancement finding and issue a permit, the range state from which the trophy originated 

must: 

 Have an approved and current National Lion Management Plan, which develops and 

implements conservation activities for specific lion conservation units and works in 

concert with regional lion management plans, 

 Such national management plans should be developed using the IUCN SSC 

guidelines for strategic conservation planning, based on scientific information, and 

implemented in a manner that benefits the species and provides economic incentives 

for local communities to protect and expand African lion habitat. 

In addition, the Service must verify whether a range state: 

 Has up-to-date estimates on lion distribution range, abundance, prey abundance, 

and status 

 Observes a precautionary approach to establishing hunting quotas given current 

lion status 

 Has an understanding of national lion population levels and trends 

 Carries a credible capacity to monitor and manage lion populations in order to 

maintain healthy numbers and genetic diversity 

 Appoints an identified national lion plan coordinator 

 Has an understanding of the biological needs of the species 

 Has  sound management practices including law enforcement capabilities to deter or 

punish illegal retaliatory killings 

 Involves  local communities in lion protection and conflict mitigation strategies  

 Implements a human-lion conflict management plan (including rapid response, 

mitigation approaches, a training component, education) 

 Actively promotes wildlife-integrated land-use to ensure land-use planning does not 

negatively impact lion conservation  

 Achieves conservation targets within identified time frames 

 Reports on the achievements of stated goals and monitors and evaluates the 

implementation of the plan, and adapts it as necessary 

Before the Service issues an import permit, it must also find that the range state: 

 Is in compliance with all international, regional and national commitments, 

agreements and regulations relating to wildlife (and specifically lion) conservation, 

including (but not limited to) CITES 
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 Has effective laws and enforcement against illegal wildlife (particularly lion) trade 

 Cooperates with neighboring countries for transboundary lion population 

conservation and monitoring 

 Has a system for measuring good governance when it comes to wildlife 

conservation/protection policy making and its implementation (for example, 

transparency International’s corruption perception index) 

 Has credible policies for managing any hunting offtake, including: 

o A science-based system for establishing hunting quotas which is 

demonstrably sustainable at a population level 

o Price-setting (taxes and minimum number of safari days) and a system of 

concession leasing that increase the value of lions across Africa (no 

competition on price) 

o Hunting moratoria for any declining populations 

o Quotas restricted to post-reproductive males older than six years with a 

verifiable and enforceable mechanism to ensure no subadults are taken  

o An adaptive management  policy of monitoring the impacts of the removal of 

individuals on remaining populations , and adjusting quotas accordingly  

o A demonstrable commitment to ensure proceeds of trophy hunting are used 

to benefit wildlife (and specifically lion) conservation and communities living 

with wildlife. 

In the proposed rule, the Service suggests that “range countries have recognized the need to 

incorporate best management practices, and have been progressively updating their policies 

and management systems in order to implement them” (79 Fed. Reg. 64471). While this is 

commendable, the Service also concedes that there is no information indicating that these 

best practices have been employed yet (79 Fed. Reg. at 64471). Petitioners have reviewed 

publicly-available lion management plans, and most available plans are woefully 

insufficient to promote lion conservation.  Notably, Lindsey et al. (2013) identified keys to 

successful management of lion trophy hunting and then explained how each country that 

allows lion trophy hunting does not meet all of these (see table below). 

 
Poor lion trophy 
hunting management 
practices (from 
Lindsey et al. 2013) 

Reason the practice is 
problematic according to 
Lindsey et al. 2013 

Country with lion trophy hunting 

M
oz

am
bi

qu
e 

N
am

ib
ia

 

T
an

za
ni

a 

Z
am

bi
a 

Z
im

ba
bw

e 

B
en

in
 

B
ur

ki
na

 F
as

o 

C
am

er
oo

n 

C
A

R
 

So
ut

h 
A

fr
ic

a 

B
ot

sw
an

a 

Closed tender for 
hunting concessions 
exist  

Guarantees operator access 
to lions in the concession 
even if he/she has exceeded 
quotas, hunted underage 
lions, etc. 

x x x x x     
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Short lease on hunting 
concessions (5 years 
or less) exist 

Encourages operators to 
take as many lions as 
possible because they will 
not have the concession 
after the short lease. 

 x x  x x    

Hunting quotas based 
on factors other than 
science 

Quotas must be based on 
the best available science 
and not on hunting 
concession operator’s 

x x x x x  x x x 
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opinion or problem animal 
reports. 

Mandatory quota 
payment (‘fixed 
quota’) exist 

Encourages operators to kill 
all the lions they have paid 
for.  

 x x x x    x 

Hunt return form is 
not mandatory and is 
not tied to obtaining 
export permit 

Mandatory hunt return 
forms are necessary to 
monitor hunting and 
trophies, and must be tied to 
obtaining an export permit 
as an incentive to operators 
to cooperate. 

x x x   x x x x 

No 21-day minimum 
hunt length 

A 21-day minimum gives 
hunters more time to find an 
older male, and returns 
more money to the system. 

x x  x x x x x x 

Females can be 
hunted 

Hunting females can cause 
increased cub mortality, and 
removes productive 
individuals from the 
population, thereby 
reducing the ability of the 
population to recover. 

 x        

6-year age minimum 
not in place 

Males aged 6 years and 
older can be removed 
without reducing the 
population. 

 x  x x x x x x 

 

 

Thus, it is clear that there are certain permits that cannot be lawfully issued, as the 

import of such trophies would actively undermine the conservation of African lions: 

 

 The Service cannot authorize imports of trophies from West Africa.  

 

There is abundant evidence that lions in West Africa are perilously close to extinction – 

Peterson et al. (2014) show that lion habitat in West Africa is rapidly diminishing due to 

climate change, and Henschel et al. (2014) show that lions in this region have recently 

undergone a “catastrophic collapse.”  Thus, the Service cannot lawfully issue any import 

permits for trophies or parts originating from such countries (Benin, Burkina Faso, Cote 

d’Ivoire, Gambia, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Mali, Mauritania, Niger, Nigeria, 

Senegal, Sierra Leone, or Togo).  Notably, the European Union has also suspended lion 

trophy imports from Benin and Burkina Faso (as well as Cameroon in Central Africa) (see 

http://www.speciesplus.net/#/taxon_concepts/6353/legal). 

 

 The Service cannot authorize imports of trophies from Tanzania or 

Zimbabwe.  

 

The Service should not issue any import permits for lion trophies hunted in Tanzania or 

Zimbabwe, as the Service has already made findings that those countries are incapable of 

sustainably managing trophy hunting of elephants. See 79 Fed. Reg. 44459, 44460 (July 31, 

2014) (“Without management plans with specific goals and actions that are measurable and 

reports on the progress of meeting these goals, the Service cannot determine if…Zimbabwe 

is implementing, on a national scale, appropriate management measures for its elephant 

populations.”); U.S. Endangered Species Act Enhancement Finding for Tanzanian 

http://www.speciesplus.net/#/taxon_concepts/6353/legal
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Elephants (http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-2014-elephant-

Tanzania.PDF) (“Questionable management practices, a lack of effective law enforcement, 

and weak governance have resulted in uncontrolled poaching and catastrophic population 

declines in Tanzania.”). These systemic wildlife management problems are also relevant to 

lion trophy hunting, and the Service cannot be confident at this point that lion hunts in 

Tanzania or Zimbabwe are sustainable and promote conservation of the subspecies. See also 

Zimbabwe Parks and Wildlife Management Authority (2014). Response on Implementation 

of CITES in the European Union on Importation of the African Lion (Panthera leo) into the 

European Union (Nov. 5, 2014) (conceding that Zimbabwe’s lion quotas are not scientifically 

based and that Zimbabwe allows unsustainable hunting of young male lions). 

 

 The Service cannot authorize imports of trophies from any females or  

males under 6 years of age.  

 

Regardless of where the hunt occurs, it is well-established that lethal take of female lions 

negatively impacts the subspecies’ reproductive success, and the Service therefore cannot 

make an enhancement finding for imports of female lion trophies.  Similarly, as discussed 

at length in our Petition and at the African Lion Workshop, lethal take of male lions under 

6 years of age causes cascading impacts on lion populations, leading to increased infant 

mortality and undermining conservation of the species.  Thus, the Service must not issue 

any permits if the applicant cannot prove that the male lion was 6 years of age or older 

when hunted.  Additionally, as the Service has suggested for leopards and elephants, there 

should be a cap on the number of lion trophies an applicant can import (no more than one 

per year). 

 

 The Service cannot authorize imports of trophies obtained from captive 

hunting facilities. 

 

As the Service has acknowledged, when a subspecies is listed under the ESA, such listing 

clearly applies to any individual of the listed entity, whether living in captivity or in the 

wild. See 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b) (making clear that the take prohibition applies to captive 

animals regardless of the date of listing); 16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)(1) (prohibiting the take of 

“any” endangered species); H.R. Rep. No. 93-412 (1973) (“[t]he term ‘fish or wildlife’ means 

all wild animals, whether or not raised in captivity”); 42 Fed. Reg. 28052 (June 1, 1977) 

(“captive individuals provide gene pools that deserve continued preservation, and such 

individuals make it possible to re-establish or rejuvenate wild populations,” and “[f]or these 

reasons, the Service will continue to enforce the stringent prohibitions of the Act as they 

relate to captive individuals of a species that is endangered in the wild…”); 44 Fed. Reg. 

30044 (May 23, 1979) (“The Service has consistently maintained that the Act applies to 

both wild and captive populations of a species…”); 63 Fed. Reg. 48634, 48636 (September 

11, 1998) (explaining that “take” was defined by Congress to apply to endangered or 

threatened wildlife “whether wild or captive” and conceding that “It is true that the Act 

applies to all specimens that comprise a ‘species’” and “does not distinguish between wild 

and captive specimens thereof”); 77 Fed. Reg. 431, 434 (Jan. 5, 2012) (the ESA “specifically 

covers any species that is listed as endangered or threatened, whether it is native to the 

United States or non-native and whether it is in captivity or in the wild.”); 78 Fed. Reg. 

33790 (June 5, 2013); 78 Fed. Reg. 35201, 35204 (June 12, 2013) (“the Act does not allow for 

captive-held animals to be assigned separate legal status from their wild counterparts on 

http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-2014-elephant-Tanzania.PDF
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-2014-elephant-Tanzania.PDF
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the basis of their captive state, including through designation as a separate distinct 

population segment (DPS). It is also not possible to separate out captive- held specimens for 

different legal status under the Act by other approaches…”); 79 Fed. Reg. 4313, 4317 (Jan. 

27, 2014) (“The ESA does not support the exclusion of captive members from a listing based 

solely on their status as captive.”). 

 

Captive hunting of imperiled animals and the trade of the animals’ body parts as trophies 

can have a negative impact on wild populations (as well as severe welfare impacts on 

individual animals). The Service itself has recognized that “uses of captive wildlife can be 

detrimental to wild populations” because “consumptive uses,” including captive hunting, 

can “stimulate a demand for products which might further be satisfied by wild populations.” 

44 Fed. Reg. 30,044, 30,045 (May 23, 1979). Creating legal markets for endangered and 

threatened species and their parts can encourage and facilitate poaching and create 

demand for wild members of those species. See Valerius Geist, How Markets in Wildlife 

Meat and Parts, and the Sale of Hunting Privileges, Jeopardize Wildlife Conservation, 

CONSERVATION BIOLOGY, Vol. 2, Issue 1 at 16 (Mar. 1988) (U.S. wildlife conservation has 

been “based on three primary policies ... 1) the absence of market in the meat, parts, and 

products of [wildlife,] 2) the allocation of the material benefits of wildlife by law, not by the 

market place . . ., 3) the prohibition on frivolous killing of wildlife”); David M. Lavigne, et 

al., Sustainable utilization: the lessons of history, THE EXPLOITATION OF MAMMAL 

POPULATIONS 251, 260 (Victoria J. Taylor et al. eds., 1996) (establishment of “legal markets 

for valuable wildlife product . . . provide[s] incentives for poaching [because] when the 

prices of wildlife products are sufficiently high, they also attract criminal elements into 

poaching, making wildlife protection not only increasingly difficult but also dangerous”); 

Lavigne, et al., at 258-260 (“Generally, putting a price on dead wildlife almost invariably 

leads to over-exploitation and increases the ‘extinction potential’ of target species”); Hunter, 

et. al, INTERNATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL LAW & POLICY at 1035 (Foundation Press 1998) 

(Excerpt) (“Trade is responsible for an estimated 40% of vertebrate species facing 

extinction. Ironically, market forces can exacerbate the threats from illegal trade, for as 

species become rarer their value on the market increases to reflect this scarcity, increasing 

the incentive for further poaching”); see also Valerius Geist, North American Policies of 

Wildlife Conservation, WILDLIFE CONSERVATION POLICY (Geist and McTaggart-Cowan eds 

1995).  

 

Lion experts agree that “Captive-bred hunting undermines the conservation credibility of 

the hunting industry and does nothing to preserve lion habitat”.  Packer et al. (2006)25; 

Luke Hunter et al., Walking With Lions: Why There Is No Role for Captive-Origin Lions 

Panthera leo in Species Restoration, Oryx Vol 47(1), 19-24 (2013), available at 

http://www.panthera.org/sites/default/files/HUNTER-2012-WalkingWithLions-ORYX.PDF 

(experts, including members of the IUCN Species Survival Commission Cat Specialist 

Group, agree that facilities that breed lion cubs (and prematurely separate those cubs from 

their mothers for hand-rearing) to provide lions for tourist interactions do not contribute to 

conservation).  See also Chloe Cooper, How Lions Go From the Petting Zoo to the Dinner 

                                                           
25 Packer, C., Whitman, K., Loveridge, A., Jackson, J. & Funston, P. (2006). Impacts of trophy 

hunting on lions in East and Southern Africa: Recent off take and future recommendations 

(Background paper for the Eastern and Southern African Lion conservation workshop). 

Johannesburg, South Africa. P. 9. 

 

http://www.panthera.org/sites/default/files/HUNTER-2012-WalkingWithLions-ORYX.PDF
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Plate, Africa Geographic (Aug. 4, 2013) http://blog.africageographic.com/africa-geographic-

blog/hunting/how-lions-go-from-the-petting-zoo-to-the-dinner-plate/; Threat to Conservation: 

Lion Bone Trade on Rise, The Times of India (June 25, 2013) 

http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/home/environment/flora-fauna/Threat-to-conservation-

Lion-bone-trade-on-rise/articleshow/20754330.cms (noting that lion bones are being used as 

substitutes for tiger bone potions and the value of a lion skeleton could therefore be in 

excess of $10,000); Jacalyn Beales, Canned Hunting and Cub-Petting are Big Business in 

South Africa, Earth Island Journal (Jan. 20, 2015), available at  

http://www.earthisland.org/journal/index.php/elist/eListRead/canned_hunting_and_cub-

petting_are_big_business_in_south_africa?utm_content=bufferf9f87&utm_medium=social&

utm_source=facebook.com&utm_campaign=buffer (discussing the lucrative industry in 

South Africa whereby captive lions are bred to produce a maximum number of offspring, 

cubs are hand-reared to sell photographic opportunities to tourists, and once the cubs get 

too large they are sold for captive hunts); Clarissa Ward, The Lion Whisperer, CBS News – 

60 Minutes (Nov. 30, 2014), available at http://www.cbsnews.com/news/the-lion-whisperer/ 

(reporting from a sanctuary that houses lions rescued from the canned hunting industry, 

noting that such animals cannot be reintroduced into the wild after being hand-reared). 

 

Further, as discussed at the Service’s African Lion Workshop on June 26, 2013, there is a 

significant problem with lions from South Africa being traded internationally under CITES 

permits that do not accurately represent their wild or captive origin. Similarly, the CITES 

Animals Committee has recognized the detrimental impacts of international trade in other 

African big cats (cheetahs) – in East Africa, wild cheetahs are being traded under the guise 

of being captive bred, and in South Africa there is no evidence that captive-breeding is 

properly managed. See CITES Animals Committee, Illegal Trade in Cheetahs (Acinonyx 

jubatus), Decision 16.72, AC27 Doc. 18 (2014), available at 

http://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/ac/27/E-AC27-18.pdf.  

 

Currently, U.S. hunters are importing staggering numbers of trophies and parts obtained 

(allegedly) from captive hunting facilities. Between 2009 and 2013, the parts of 

approximately 1,962 captive-bred African lions and 13 captive-born lions were imported to 

the U.S. (Tables 2 and 3, Tables A2 and A3). This includes 1,860 trophies of which 1,848 

were imported for hunting trophy purposes, 10 for personal purposes, and 2 for commercial 

purposes; all but four of these originated in South Africa (Tables A2 and A3).  

 

Table 2. Summary: Gross imports to U.S. of Panthera leo specimens equal to one 

lion each from captive-bred sources 

Term Purpose 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

bodies H 0 41 0 0 0 41 

skins  H 2  7  19  0 0 28 

trophies H 379 311 375 453 321 1839 

live  P 0 0 0 0 2  2 

skins P 0 1 2 1 0 4 

trophies  P 1  3  1  1  4 10 

bodies T 0 0 1 2 0 3 

live T 0 0 25 4 4 33 

trophies  T 0 0 0 2  0 2 

http://blog.africageographic.com/africa-geographic-blog/hunting/how-lions-go-from-the-petting-zoo-to-the-dinner-plate/
http://blog.africageographic.com/africa-geographic-blog/hunting/how-lions-go-from-the-petting-zoo-to-the-dinner-plate/
http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/home/environment/flora-fauna/Threat-to-conservation-Lion-bone-trade-on-rise/articleshow/20754330.cms
http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/home/environment/flora-fauna/Threat-to-conservation-Lion-bone-trade-on-rise/articleshow/20754330.cms
http://www.earthisland.org/journal/index.php/elist/eListRead/canned_hunting_and_cub-petting_are_big_business_in_south_africa?utm_content=bufferf9f87&utm_medium=social&utm_source=facebook.com&utm_campaign=buffer
http://www.earthisland.org/journal/index.php/elist/eListRead/canned_hunting_and_cub-petting_are_big_business_in_south_africa?utm_content=bufferf9f87&utm_medium=social&utm_source=facebook.com&utm_campaign=buffer
http://www.earthisland.org/journal/index.php/elist/eListRead/canned_hunting_and_cub-petting_are_big_business_in_south_africa?utm_content=bufferf9f87&utm_medium=social&utm_source=facebook.com&utm_campaign=buffer
http://www.cbsnews.com/news/the-lion-whisperer/
http://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/ac/27/E-AC27-18.pdf


20 

 

Term Purpose 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

Subtotals  382 363 423 463 331 1962 

Purpose codes: H = hunting trophy; P = personal; T = commercial 

Table 3. Summary: Gross imports to U.S. of Panthera leo specimens equal to one 

lion each from born in captivity (F1) sources 

Term Purpose 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

bodies  H 1  0 0 0 0 1 

trophies  H 1  0 1  6  1  9 

live  T 0 0 0 0 3  3 

Subtotals  2 0 1 6 4 13 

Purpose codes: H = hunting trophy; P = personal; T = commercial 

Thus, the Service must rigorously evaluate future applications for imports of captive-

hunted trophies and parts, in the same vein as it evaluates applications for imports of wild-

sourced lions. Given the abundant evidence that the captive hunting industry in South 

Africa and elsewhere fails to promote the conservation of the subspecies, the Service cannot 

lawfully authorize imports of specimens obtained from such origins. 

 

 The Service cannot authorize domestic trade in lion parts. 

 

Neither the international or domestic trade in lion parts (e.g., claws, teeth, pelts, meat) can 

be said to enhance the survival of African lions, and must be strictly prohibited. Further, 

the Service must make clear to the regulated community that once lions are listed as 

threatened, interstate sale and interstate commercial transport in lion meat is prohibited.  

Eating lion meat as a novelty clearly does not benefit the conservation of the species, and it 

would be unlawful for the Service to authorize domestic trade in lion meat (whether the 

meat originated from a wild lion or from a lion raised in captivity in the U.S.). 

 

Conclusion 

 

Petitioners (joined by over 58,000 of their members) strongly urge the Service to 

expediently issue a final rule listing African lions as threatened with a special rule 

requiring threatened species permits for all otherwise prohibited activities. Such permits 

must only be issued for activities that demonstrably enhance the survival of wild lions.  The 

Service should annually review the management plan(s) for each country where lion 

hunting occurs, using the criteria established by experts and outlined herein, to ensure that 

permit applications to import lion trophies are strictly scrutinized. The Service cannot 

lawfully issue trophy import permits for any female lions or male lions under six years of 

age, as the lethal take of such animals undermines the conservation of the species.  

Further, the Service must not issue import permits for trophies or parts originating from 

West Africa, Tanzania, Zimbabwe, or any canned hunting facility, and the Service must 

make clear that domestic trade in parts is prohibited. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 
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ANNEX 

Table A1. Detail: Gross imports to U.S. of Panthera leo specimens from wild 

sources 

Term Purpose Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

         

bodies  H CA  3  2  0 0 0  

bodies  H NA  0 1  0 0 0  

bodies  H ZA  2  0 0 2  0  

Subtotals   5 3 0 2 0 10 

         

bones  H NA  4  0 0 0 0  

bones  H TZ  2  0 0 0 0  

bones  H ZA  10  22  14  21  18   

bones  H ZW  0 0 0 26  2   

claws  H NA  6  2  0 0 0  

claws  H TZ  0 8  0 0 0  

claws  H ZA  16  14 30  58  95   

claws  H ZW  0 0 0 0 16   

derivatives  H ZA  0 2 1  0 0  

feet  H ZA  0 4  4  0 0  

garments  H ZA  1  0 1  2  0  

live  H ZA  0 0 8  0 0 8 

         

skins  H MX  1  0 0 0 0  

skins  H MZ  3  1  19  9  9   

skins  H NA  1  0 0 1  0  

skins  H TZ  31  23  1  5  5   

skins  H ZA  1  14  23  46  0  

skins  H ZW  3  1  20  39  22   

Subtotals   40 39 63 100 36 278 

         

skulls  H CA  3  3  0 1  0  

skulls  H MZ  1  1  21  8  8   

skulls  H SA  1  0 0 0 0  

skulls  H TZ  31  23  0 5  8   

skulls  H ZA  14  25  30  53  2   

skulls  H ZW  6  3  28  41  22   

tails  H ZA  0 0 0 1  0  

teeth  H ZA  0 10  4  0 0  

         

trophies  H AD  0 0 2  0 0  
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Term Purpose Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

trophies  H AE  1  0 0 0 0  

trophies  H BF  1  0 0 0 3   

trophies  H BW  1  4  2  0 1   

trophies  H CA  0 4  0 2  0  

trophies  H CF  0 0 1  1  0  

trophies  H CM  0 1  0 0 0  

trophies  H ET  0 1  0 1  0  

trophies  H FR  0 1  1  1  0  

trophies  H MX  1  0 1  1  0  

trophies  H MZ  8  10  7  5  4   

trophies  H NA  7  7  10  7  6   

trophies  H TW  0 0 0 0 0  

trophies  H TZ  91  64  37  42  3   

trophies  H ZA  249  260  236  217  214   

trophies  H ZM  31  26  17  50  17   

trophies  H ZW  46  38  33  49  44   

Subtotals   436 416 347 376 292 1867 

         

bone pieces  P ZW  0 0 0 0 5   

bones  P ZA  4  0 0 0 0  

bones  P ZW  0 0 0 0 15   

claws  P GB  0 0 0 5  0  

claws  P ZA  18  2  0 1  0  

derivatives  P ZA  3  0 0 0 0  

garments  P ZW  0 1  0 0 0  

leather products (small)  P ZA  0 0 0 6  0  

live  P KE  1  0 0 0 0 1 

skin pieces  P NA  1  0 0 0 0  

skin pieces  P ZA  1  0 0 0 0  

         

skins  P CA  0 0 1  0 0  

skins  P NA  1  1  0 0 0  

skins  P ZA  5  1  0 1  0  

skins  P ZW  0 1  0 0 0  

Subtotals   6 3 1 1 0 11 

         

skulls  P AU  0 0 0 2  0  

skulls  P NA  1  0 0 0 0  

skulls  P NO  1  0 0 0 0  

skulls  P ZA  2  2  1  1  0  

skulls  P ZW  0 2  0 0 0  
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Term Purpose Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

tails  P ZA  0 0 0 1  0  

teeth  P ZA  0 2  0 6  0  

         

trophies  P FR  1  0 0 0 0  

trophies  P IT  0 0 0 0 0  

trophies  P NA  3  0 0 1  2   

trophies  P ZA  6  2  1  1  0  

trophies  P ZW  0 2  0 0 0  

Subtotals   10 4 1 2 2 19 

         

unspecified  P GB  0 1  0 0 0  

         

bodies  T GB  1  0 0 0 0  

bodies  T ZA  0 0 1  0 0  

Subtotals   1 0 1 0 0 2 

         

claws  T TZ  0 0 0 0 2   

claws  T ZA  12  0 1  0 74   

derivatives  T GB  0 1  0 0 0  

garments  T ZA  0 0 0 0 1   

         

skins  T ET  0 1  0 0 0  

skins  T ZA  0 0 0 1  2   

Subtotals   0 1 0 1 2 4 

         

         

trophies  T CA  0 1  0 0 0  

trophies  T ZA  1  1  1  0 0  

trophies  T ZW  1  0 0 0 0  

Subtotals   2 2 1 0 0 5 

Purpose codes: H = hunting trophy; P = personal; T = commercial 

Table A2. Detail: Gross imports to U.S. of Panthera leo specimens from captive-

bred sources 

Term Purpose Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

         

bodies  H ZA  0 41  0 0 0 41 

bone pieces  H ZA  0 0 0 2  3   

bones  H ZA  42  18  503  4  8   

claws  H ZA  4  54  6  33  72   

feet  H ZA  0 0 3  0 0  
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Term Purpose Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

garments  H ZA  0 0 1  0 0  

skins  H ZA  2  7  19  0 0 28 

skulls  H CA  0 0 0 0 2   

skulls  H ZA  4  6  22  13  1   

teeth  H ZA  2  0 0 0 0  

         

trophies  H CA  0 0 0 0 2   

trophies  H NA  0 0 0 1  1   

trophies  H ZA  379  311  375  452  318   

   379 311 375 453 321 1839 

         

bones  P ZA  0 0 0 8  0  

carvings  P ZA  0 0 0 0 1   

claws  P ZA  36  2  8  0 27   

garments  P ZA  1  1  0 0 0  

live  P MX  0 0 0 0 2  2 

         

skins  P CA  0 0 1  0 0  

skins  P ZA  0 1 1  1  0  

   0 1 2 1 0 4 

         

skulls  P ZA  0 0 1  1  0  

trophies  P ZA  1  3  1  1  4 10 

         

bodies  T BE  0 0 0 2  0  

bodies  T FR  0 0 1  0 0  

   0 0 1 2 0 3 

         

live  T BO  0 0 25  0 0  

live  T ZA  0 0 0 4  4   

   0 0 25 4 4 33 

         

trophies  T ZA  0 0 0 2  0 2 

Purpose codes: H = hunting trophy; P = personal; T = commercial 

Table A3. Detail: Gross imports to U.S. of Panthera leo specimens from born in 

captivity (F1) sources 

Term Purpose Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

         

bodies  H ZA  1  0 0 0 0 1 

trophies  H ZA  1  0 1  6  1  9 
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Term Purpose Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

live  T ZA  0 0 0 0 3  3 

Purpose codes: H = hunting trophy; P = personal; T = commercial 

 

 

 



1 
 

 
PETITION TO THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR  

TO LIST THE AFRICAN ELEPHANT (Loxodonta africana) 
AS ENDANGERED PURSUANT TO THE  

ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT 
 
 
 

 
 

    Photo credit: Vanessa Mignon 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

February 11, 2015 
 

The International Fund for Animal Welfare, 
Humane Society International, 

The Humane Society of the United States, and 
The Fund for Animals 

  
 

  



2 
 

Contents 
LIST OF TABLES ............................................................................................................................ 4 
LIST OF FIGURES .......................................................................................................................... 5 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY ............................................................................................................ 10 

I. INTRODUCTION .............................................................................................................. 15 
II. STATUS AND DISTRIBUTION OF THE AFRICAN ELEPHANT ................................. 16 

A. Status ................................................................................................................................... 16 
B. Distribution ......................................................................................................................... 21 

III. NATURAL HISTORY AND BIOLOGY OF THE AFRICAN ELEPHANT ..................... 27 
IV. CRITERIA FOR LISTING THE AFRICAN ELEPHANT AS ENDANGERED ............... 30 

A. Present or threatened destruction, modification, or curtailment of habitat or range ........... 31 

a. Leading causes of habitat or range loss and related threats .......................................... 32 
i. Human-elephant conflict ............................................................................................. 32 
ii. The effects of wars and civil conflict on African elephant habitat ............................. 33 
iii. Climate change and desertification ............................................................................. 34 

b. Regional assessments of threats to habitat or range...................................................... 35 
i. West African region .................................................................................................... 35 
ii. Central African region ................................................................................................ 35 
iii. Southern African region .............................................................................................. 36 
iv. East African region ..................................................................................................... 36 

B. Overutilization for commercial, recreational, or scientific purposes .................................... 38 
a. International legal trade in African elephants and their parts is extensive ................... 39 
i. Methodology and preliminary comments ................................................................... 39 
ii. Net Imports from All Sources and for All Purposes ................................................... 41 

1. Estimated elephants in trade (all sources and all purposes) ................................ 42 
2. African elephant specimens in trade (all sources and all purposes) ................... 44 

iii. Net Imports from Wild Sources and for All Purposes ................................................ 49 
1. Estimated elephants in trade (wild-sourced and for all purposes) ...................... 49 
2. African elephant specimens in trade (wild-sourced and for all purposes) .......... 52 

iv. Top Three Purposes of International Trade in African Elephants .............................. 55 

1. Commercial Purpose ........................................................................................... 55 
2. Hunting Trophy Purpose ..................................................................................... 66 
3. Personal Purpose ................................................................................................. 75 

b. International Legal Trade in African Elephants and their Parts by Source Country .... 82 
i. Zimbabwe ................................................................................................................... 83 
ii. Botswana ..................................................................................................................... 84 

iii. South Africa ................................................................................................................ 85 
iv. Namibia ....................................................................................................................... 86 
v. Tanzania ...................................................................................................................... 87 
vi. Zambia ........................................................................................................................ 88 

vii. Cameroon .................................................................................................................... 90 
viii. Ghana .......................................................................................................................... 91 
ix. Gabon .......................................................................................................................... 92 
x. Mozambique ............................................................................................................... 93 

c. International Illegal Trade in African Elephant and their Parts .......................................... 94 



3 
 

i. Legal commercial trade in ivory has stimulated illegal trade ....................................... 94 

ii. Poaching for the illegal ivory trade is not biologically sustainable .............................. 97 
a. West Africa ............................................................................................................... 100 
b. Central Africa............................................................................................................ 101 
c. Southern Africa ......................................................................................................... 102 
d. East Africa ................................................................................................................ 104 

iii. Ivory Trafficking and Global ETIS Seizure Data ......................................................... 104 
iv. United States and the illegal trade in African elephant parts ...................................... 107 

a. Seizures ..................................................................................................................... 107 
v. Conclusion: the African elephant is endangered by overutilization for commercial and 

recreational purposes .................................................................................................. 111 
C. Disease or predation .......................................................................................................... 112 
D. Inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms ................................................................. 113 

a. International law and agreements ............................................................................... 113 
i. CITES ....................................................................................................................... 113 

b. Regional agreements ................................................................................................... 119 
c. National laws .............................................................................................................. 121 
d. U.S. law ....................................................................................................................... 124 

i. African Elephant Conservation Act .......................................................................... 124 
ii. Endangered Species Act ........................................................................................... 125 
iii. Lacey Act .................................................................................................................. 128 

E. Other natural or manmade factors affecting the species’ existence ................................... 129 

V. CONCLUSION ................................................................................................................. 130 
 

 

APPENDIX 
  



4 
 

LIST OF TABLES 
 
Table 1: Population and Range Estimates for the African Elephant (2012) .................................................. 18 
Table 2: Global Net Imports and Estimated Numbers of Elephants, All Sources and All Purposes (2003-
2012) .............................................................................................................................................................. 42 
Table 3: U.S. Net Imports Estimated Numbers of Elephants, All Sources and All Purposes (2003-2012) ... 44 
Table 4: Global and U.S. Net Imports of African Elephant Specimens, All Sources and All Purposes (No 
Units) (2003-2012) ......................................................................................................................................... 47 
Table 5: Global Net Imports, Wild-Sourced and All Purposes (2003-2012) ................................................. 50 
Table 6: U.S. Net Imports, Wild Sourced and for All Purposes (2003-2012) ............................................... 51 
Table 7: Global Net Commercial Imports, Wild-Sourced (2003 to 2012) ..................................................... 56 
Table 8: U.S. Net Commercial Imports, All Sources and Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) .................................. 57 
Table 9: Global and U.S. Net Commercial Imports, All Sources: Leather Products, Shoes, Skin Pieces, and 
Skins (2003-2012) .......................................................................................................................................... 63 
Table 10:Global and U.S. Gross Commercial Imports, All Sources: Leather Products, Shoes, Skin Pieces, 
and Skins (meters squared) (2003-2012) ....................................................................................................... 64 
Table 11: U.S. Gross Commercial Imports from 2003 to 2012 of Wild-Sourced Skin Products (no units) .. 65 
Table 12: U.S. Gross Commercial Imports, Wild-Sourced Skin Products (meters squared) (2003-2012) .... 65 
Table 13: Global Net Hunting Trophy Imports, All Sources and Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) ...................... 67 
Table 14: U.S. Net Hunting Trophy Imports, All Sources and Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) .......................... 68 
Table 15: Global Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Hunting Trophy Purpose (2003-2012)
 ........................................................................................................................................................................ 69 
Table 16: U.S. Gross Imports of Elephant Parts for Hunting Trophy Purpose, Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) . 70 
Table 17: Global Net Personal Imports from 2003 to 2012 (all sources and wild sources) ........................... 76 
Table 18: U.S. Net Personal Imports, All Sources and Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) ...................................... 77 
Table 19: Global Gross Personal Imports of African Elephant Parts, Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) ............... 78 
Table 20: Global Gross Personal Imports of African Elephant Parts, Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) ............... 79 
Table 21: U.S. Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Personal Purpose (2003-2012) .............. 80 
Table 22: Thirty-Seven Recognized African Elephant Range States ............................................................. 82 
Table 23: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Zimbabwe 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 83 
Table 24: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Zimbabwe 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 83 
Table 25: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Botswana 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 84 
Table 26: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Botswana 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 85 
Table 27: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from South 
Africa between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ................................................................................. 86 
Table 28: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from South Africa 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 86 
Table 29: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Namibia 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 87 
Table 30: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Namibia 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 87 
Table 31: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Tanzania 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 88 
Table 32: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Tanzania 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 88 
Table 33: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Zambia 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 89 



5 
 

Table 34: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Zambia 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 89 
Table 35: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Cameroon 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 90 
Table 36: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Cameroon 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 90 
Table 37: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Ghana 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 91 
Table 38: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Ghana 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 91 
Table 39: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Gabon 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 92 
Table 40: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Gabon 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 92 
Table 41: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Mozambique between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ...................................................................... 93 
Table 42: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from Mozambique 
between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins ............................................................................................ 93 
Table 45: Ivory Imports Seized in the U.S. from 1992 and 2007, as well as 2009 and 2012, relative to 
Global ETIS Seizures ................................................................................................................................... 108 
Table 46: Main Countries of Origin and Export of U.S. Seized Ivory Imports from 2009-2012. ............... 109 
 
LIST OF FIGURES 
 
Figure 1: Global Net Imports of African Elephant Ivory (kg), All Sources and for All Purposes (2003-2012)
 ........................................................................................................................................................................ 43 
Figure 2: U.S. Net Imports of Ivory (kg) from All Sources and for All Purposes (2003-2012) .................... 44 
Figure 3: Global and U.S. Net Imports of African Elephant Specimens from All Sources and for All 
Purposes (2003-2012) (No Units) .................................................................................................................. 45 
Figure 4: Global Net Imports of Small Leather Products, Ivory Carvings, and Skins, All Sources and All 
Purposes (No Units) (2003-2012) .................................................................................................................. 46 
Figure 5: Global Net Imports by Top Countries, All Sources and All Purposes (No Units) (2003-2012) .... 48 
Figure 6: U.S. Net Imports of Ivory Carvings, Small Leather Products, and Skins, All Sources and All 
Purposes (No Units) (2003-2012) .................................................................................................................. 49 
Figure 7: Global Net Imports of African Elephant Ivory (kg), Wild-Sourced and for All Purposes (2003-
2012) .............................................................................................................................................................. 51 
Figure 8: U.S. Net Imports of African Elephant Ivory (kg), Wild-Sourced and for All Purposes (2003-2012)
 ........................................................................................................................................................................ 52 
Figure 9: Global and U.S. Net Imports of African Elephant Specimens, Wild-Sourced and for All Purposes 
(No Units) (2003-2012).................................................................................................................................. 53 
Figure 10: U.S. Net Imports of Small Leather Products, Ivory Carvings, and Skins, Wild Sourced and for 
All Purposes (No Units) (2003-2012) ............................................................................................................ 54 
Figure 11: Global Net Commercial Imports of Ivory (kg), All Sources and Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) ..... 56 
Figure 12: U.S. Net Commercial Imports of Ivory (kg) from All Sources and Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) . 58 
Figure 13: Total Estimated African Elephants Impacted by the Global Gross Wild-Sourced Commercial 
Imports of Elephants and their Parts from Range States, Top Countries (2003-2012) .................................. 59 
Figure 14: Global and U.S. Net Commercial Imports of African Elephant Specimens from Wild-Sources 
(No Units) (2003-2012).................................................................................................................................. 61 
Figure 15: U.S. Net Imports of Commercial Leather Specimens, Ivory Carving Specimens, and Skins, Wild-
Sourced (No Units) (2003-2012) ................................................................................................................... 62 
Figure 16: Global Net Imports of Ivory (kg), Hunting Trophy Purpose, All Sources (2003-2012) .............. 67 
Figure 17: U.S. Net Imports of Ivory (kg), Hunting Trophy Purpose, All Sources (2003-2012) .................. 69 



6 
 

Figure 18: Total Estimate African Elephants Impacted by the Gross Wild-Sourced Hunting Trophy Imports 
of Elephants and their Parts from Range States, Top Countries (2003-2012) ............................................... 70 
Figure 19: Total Estimated African Elephants Impacted by Gross U.S. Wild-Sourced Hunting Trophy 
Imports of Elephants and their Parts from Range States between 2003 and 2012, Top Countries ................ 71 
Figure 20: Global and U.S. Net Hunting Trophy Imports of African Elephant Specimens, All Sources (No 
Units) (2003-2012) ......................................................................................................................................... 72 
Figure 21: Global Net Imports of Hunting Trophy Tusks, Trophies, and Skin Pieces, All Sources (No Units) 
(2003-2012) .................................................................................................................................................... 73 
Figure 22: U.S. Net Hunting Trophy Imports of Specimens, Wild-Sourced (no units) (2003-2012) ............ 73 
Figure 23: U.S. Net Imports of Hunting Trophy Tusks, Trophies, and Skin Pieces (Wild-Sourced) (No 
Units) (2003-2012) ......................................................................................................................................... 75 
Figure 24: Global Net Imports of Ivory (kg) for Personal Purpose, All Sources and Wild Sources (2003-
2012) .............................................................................................................................................................. 76 
Figure 25: U.S. Net Personal Purpose Imports of Ivory (kg), All Sources and Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) . 78 
Figure 26: Total Estimated African Elephants Impacted by the Global Gross Wild-Sourced Personal 
Purpose Imports of Elephants and their Parts from Range States between 2003 and 2012, Top Countries .. 79 
Figure 27: Global and U.S. Net Personal Imports of African Elephant Specimens, All Sources (No Units) 
(2003-2012) .................................................................................................................................................... 80 
Figure 28: U.S. Net Personal Imports of Ivory Carvings, Small Leather Products, and Feet Specimens, 
Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) ............................................................................................................................ 82 
Figure 29: China’s and Japan’s share of the total volume of seized ivory represented by the ETIS data (28 
August 2002) .................................................................................................................................................. 95 
Figure 30: Ivory Seizures by Type between 1996 and 2011 (ETIS) .............................................................. 95 
Figure 31: Trend in Proportion of Illegal Killed Elephants (PIKE) in Africa and Percentage of elephants 
illegally killed in Africa ................................................................................................................................. 96 
Figure 32: PIKE trends in Africa with 95 % confidence intervals. PIKE levels above the horizontal line at 
0.5 (i.e. where half of dead elephants found are deemed to have been illegally killed) are likely to be 
unsustainable. ................................................................................................................................................. 97 
Figure 33: Major African Elephant Poaching Hotspots ............................................................................... 100 
Figure 34: West Africa PIKE trends with 95 % confidence intervals. The number of carcasses on which the 
graphs are based is shown at the bottom of the graph. ................................................................................. 101 
Figure 35: Central Africa PIKE trends with 95 % confidence intervals. The number of carcasses on which 
the graphs are based is shown at the bottom of the graph. ........................................................................... 101 
Figure 36: Southern Africa PIKE trends with 95 % confidence intervals. The number of carcasses on which 
the graphs are based is shown at the bottom of the graph. ........................................................................... 103 
Figure 37:  East Africa PIKE trends with 95 % confidence intervals. The number of carcasses on which the 
graphs are based is shown at the bottom of the graph. ................................................................................. 104 
Figure 38: Estimated weight of ivory and number of seizure cases by year, 1989 - 2013 ........................... 106 
Figure 39: Estimated weight and number of large-scale (>500 kg) ivory seizures by year, 2000 - 2013 (ETIS 
09 January 2014) .......................................................................................................................................... 107 
Figure 40: CITES Trade Database Reported U.S. Seizures of African Elephant Trophies between 2003 and 
2012, No Units ............................................................................................................................................. 110 
Figure 41: CITES Trade Database Reported U.S. Seizures of African Elephant Tusks between 2003 and 
2012, No Units ............................................................................................................................................. 110 
Figure 42: CITES Trade Database Reported U.S. Seizures of African Elephant Ivory Carvings between 
2003 and 2012, No Units ............................................................................................................................. 111 
Figure 43: CITES Trade Database Reported U.S. Seizures of African Elephant Ivory Pieces between 2003 
and 2012, No Units ...................................................................................................................................... 111 
 
 
  



7 
 

Petition to List the African Elephant as Endangered 
 

 

Honorable Sally Jewell  
Secretary of the Interior  
1849 C Street, N.W.  
Washington. D.C. 20240 

 
Mr. Dan Ashe, Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
1849 C Street, N.W.  
Washington. D.C. 20240 

 
PETITIONERS 

 
Humane Society International  
2100 L Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20037 
 
The Humane Society of the United States  
2100 L Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20037 

 
International Fund for Animal Welfare 
290 Summer Street 
Yarmouth Port, MA 02675 
 
The Fund for Animals 
200 West 57th Street 
New York, NY 10019 

 
Date: February 11, 2015 

 
NOTICE OF PETITION 
 
Pursuant to Section 4(b) of the Endangered Species Act (“ESA”), 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b), Section 
553(e) of the Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. § 553(e), and 50 C.F.R. § 424.14(a), 
Petitioners, The International Fund for Animal Welfare, Humane Society International, The 
Humane Society of the United States, and The Fund for Animals hereby Petition the Secretary 
of the Interior and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (“USFWS” or “the Service”) to reclassify the 
African elephant (Loxodonta africana) from Threatened to Endangered. 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6) 
(“The term ‘endangered species’ means any species which is in danger of extinction throughout 
all or a significant portion of its range…”).  

 
This Petition presents substantial scientific and commercial information indicating that the 
African elephant is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range. See 
50 C.F.R. § 424.14(b)(1) (“substantial information” is “that amount of information that would 
lead a reasonable person to believe that the measure proposed in the Petition may be 
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warranted”). Therefore, the Secretary of the Interior must make an initial finding “that the 
petitioned action may be warranted.” 16 U.S.C. §1533(b)(3)(A)(emphasis added) (The Secretary 
must make this initial finding “[t]o the maximum extent practicable, within 90 days after 
receiving the Petition”); HSUS v. Pritzker, 2014 WL 6946022 (D.D.C. 2014) (holding that 
conclusive evidence is not required to make a positive 90-day finding). Petitioners are confident 
that a status review of the species, as required by 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(B), will support a 
finding that reclassifying the African elephant as Endangered is in fact warranted. 

 
The African elephant has suffered a major reduction in population size across its range primarily 
due to habitat loss, commercial overutilization, and severe poaching, and such decline continues 
unabated. The USFWS has a duty to protect the iconic African elephant by listing the species as 
Endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act, which would meaningfully contribute to 
African elephant conservation by strictly regulating the import, export, and interstate commerce 
in African elephant parts and products.  See 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b),(c) (providing that federal 
agencies “shall utilize their authorities in furtherance of” the conservation purpose of the ESA). 
In order to promote African elephant conservation, as mandated by the ESA, the Service must 
(via an Endangered listing) require that trade in African elephant parts only occurs if it would in 
fact enhance the propagation or survival of the species or is for scientific purposes that benefit 
the species. Therefore, Petitioners strongly urge the Service to grant this Petition and conduct a 
status review of the species. 

 
 
 

Respectfully submitted, 

 
__________________________ 
Jeff Flocken 
International Fund for Animal Welfare 
jflocken@ifaw.org 
(202) 536-1904 
 
 

 
_____________________________ 
Teresa Telecky 
Humane Society International 
ttelecky@hsi.org  
(301) 258-1430 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
This Petition demonstrates that the African elephant (Loxodonta africana) meets the statutory 
criteria for an Endangered listing under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). 
 
The petitioners – The Humane Society of the United States, Humane Society International, The 
International Fund for Animal Welfare, and The Fund for Animals – submit this Petition to the 
Secretary of the Interior and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service requesting reclassification of the 
African elephant from Threatened to Endangered under the ESA. The ESA requires listing a 
species as “Endangered” when it “is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion 
of its range.” 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6). As demonstrated herein, both of the two known subspecies of 
African elephant, the savanna elephant (Loxodonta africana africana) and the forest elephant 
(Loxodonta africana cyclotis), are facing catastrophic population declines, and elephants meet the 
definition of Endangered across their African range. 
 
The Act requires the Secretary to determine within 90 days of receiving a petition whether the 
petition “presents substantial scientific or commercial information indicating that the petitioned 
action may be warranted.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(A). Such determination must be made solely on 
the basis of the “best scientific and commercial data available.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). 
Following a positive 90-day finding, the Secretary must, within one year of receipt of the Petition, 
complete a review of the status of the species, publish a finding of whether the action is warranted 
and, if so, promptly propose a rule to change the listing status. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(B). Should a 
rule be proposed, the Secretary has an additional year to finalize regulations protecting the species. 
16 U.S.C. §1533(b)(6)(A). 
 
Once a foreign species is listed as Endangered, protection under the ESA occurs by, inter alia, 
prohibiting import, export, and interstate commerce in live animals and parts derived from wild 
populations, unless such activity enhances the propagation or survival of the species or is for 
conservation science purposes. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). Furthermore, Section 8 of the ESA 
provides for “International Cooperation” in the conservation of foreign species, and listing a 
foreign species heightens global awareness about the importance of conserving the species. 
 
This Petition describes the natural history and biology of the African elephant and the current status 
and distribution of the subspecies. The Petition evaluates the threats to the continued existence of 
the African elephant and shows that the species’ population size is in alarming and precipitous 
decline due to rampant poaching, severe habitat loss, and commercial overutilization. The Petition 
also demonstrates how Americans engaging in unsustainable international trade of African 
elephants and their parts are negatively impacting the conservation status of the species. Existing 
laws and regulations are inadequate to address the numerous and interacting threats to the African 
elephant and listing the African elephant as Endangered is necessary to promote the conservation 
of the species, as required by law. 
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Status and Distribution 
 
For over 30 years, the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) has recognized that the African 
elephant (Loxodonta africana) is threatened with extinction.1 The International Union for the 
Conservation of Nature (IUCN) also lists the species as Vulnerable2 on its Red List of Threatened 
Species because it is considered to have a high risk of extinction in the wild (2008).3  
 
In 1978, the USFWS found “at least 1.3 million” African elephants were “still in existence”.4 
Using the best estimate of elephant numbers from systematic surveys5 there were likely 523,872 
elephants in Africa in 2012.6 Thus, the best available science shows that the African elephant has 
suffered a population-wide decline of roughly 60% since the Service listed the African elephant as 
Threatened in 1978. This sharp decline is a result of habitat loss, poaching, commercial 
exploitation, trophy hunting, human-elephant conflict, regional conflict and instability, and climate 
change, which all presently combine to put the species in danger of extinction.7 Indeed, the 
Secretariat for the Convention on International Trade of Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and 
Flora (CITES) states that “poaching numbers in Africa remain at levels that are unsustainable, with 
mortality exceeding the natural birth rate, resulting in an ongoing decline in African elephant 
numbers.”8 
 
Present or Threatened Destruction, Modification, or Curtailment of Habitat or Range 
 
In addition to the African elephant’s precipitous population decline, the species’ range has 
contracted significantly as well. In 1979, the African elephant’s range spanned 7.3 million km2 
(Figure 1).9 As of 2007, African elephants inhabited only 3.3 million km2 (Figure 2).10 This is a 
                                                           
1 50 C.F.R. § 17.11; 43 Fed. Reg. 20499 (May 12, 1978).  
2 J. J. Blanc, 2008. Loxodonta africana. [hereinafter “Blanc, Loxodonta africana”]; The IUCN Red List of Threatened 
Species. Version 2014.2. (2008), www.iucnredlist.org [hereinafter “IUCN Red List 2014”]. 
3 IUCN, 1994 Categories and Criteria (version 2.3). IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. (1994), 
http://www.iucnredlist.org/technical-documents/categories-and-criteria/1994-categories-criteria [hereinafter “IUCN 
Red List 2.3”].  
4 43 Fed. Reg. at 20500.  
5 J. J. Blanc, et al., African Elephant Status Report 2002: An Update from the African Elephant Database (IUCN/SSC 
African Elephant Specialist Grp. 2003), 
http://www.iucn.org/about/work/programmes/species/who_we_are/ssc_specialist_groups_and_red_list_authorities_dir
ectory/mammals/african_elephant/data/reports/?uPubsID=2749 [hereinafter “African Elephant Status Report 2002”].  
6 IUCN, Elephant Database, 2012 Continental Totals (2012),  
http://www.elephantdatabase.org/preview_report/2013_africa/Loxodonta_africana/2012/Africa [hereinafter “IUCN, 
Elephant Database”]. 
7 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response Assessment: Elephants in the Dust, the African Elephant Crisis. United Nations 
Environment Program. (2013), http://www.cites.org/common/resources/pub/Elephants_in_the_dust.pdf [hereinafter 
“UNEP et al., A Rapid Response”].  
8 CITES, Elephant Conservation, Illegal Killing, and Ivory Trade. (2014). 10. Available at 
http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf  [hereinafter “CITES, Elephant 
Conservation”].  
9 I. Douglas-Hamilton. 1979. African elephant ivory trade- Final report to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
Typescript. As cited in CITES Doc. 7.43, Annex 2, the United Republic of Tanzania Proposal to Amendments to 
Appendices I and II, 1989 [hereinafter “Douglas-Hamilton, Final Report”]; See also Peter Jackson, The Future of 
Elephants and Rhinos in Africa. 11 Ambio 202-205 (2003). 
10 J. J. Blanc, et al., No. 33, African Elephant Status Report 2007: An Update from the African Elephant Database. 
Occasional Paper Series of the IUCN Species Survival Commission (IUCN/SSC African Elephant Specialist Grp. 
2007), 
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54.8% range reduction over 28 years, and is attributable to factors such as increased human 
population density and industrial and agricultural development.11  
 
As the human population continues to expand throughout the range of the African elephants, 
habitat loss and degradation are expected to continue to be a major threat to the survival of 
elephants. Expansive habitat is a prerequisite for healthy elephant populations, given their nature as 
a migratory animal and the heavy impacts they will cause on a landscape if a population is 
concentrated in one place for too long.  
 
As African countries continue to modernize, “habitat encroachment, increased human population 
densities, urban expansion, agricultural development, deforestation and infrastructure 
development”12 will likely continue to escalate and impact the long-term prognosis for the species. 
Already, this process of development has impacted nearly a third of existing elephant range, a 
figure that could double by 2050.13 The issue of habitat loss is not merely one of temporary 
displacement of elephants by humans: land use patterns, such as the transformation of woodland or 
savanna to agricultural land, can have a major long-term impact on resident elephants.14 Other 
threats to habitat and range for African elephants include human-elephant conflict, the effects of 
war and civil conflict, and climate change and desertification. 
 
Overutilization for Commercial, Recreational, or Scientific Purposes 
 
Analysis of trade in African elephants and their parts clearly shows that the species is overutilized.  
While international trade that is currently legal can be monitored via the CITES trade database, 
illegal trade is more difficult to precisely quantify. But there is a clear link between legal trade and 
illegal trade, and increased oversight of the international and domestic trade in ivory and other 
elephant parts and products is needed to bring the African elephant back from the brink of 
extinction.   
 
Original analysis15 presented in this Petition shows that between 2003 and 2012, net imports from 
all sources and for all legal purposes represented approximately 49,501 African elephants in 
international trade.16 Net U.S. imports from all sources and for all legal purposes represented 
approximately 8,119 African elephants in international trade. The CITES decisions to approve 
sales of stockpiled ivory from Botswana, Namibia, Zimbabwe, and South Africa to Asian markets17 
                                                                                                                                                                                                
http://www.iucn.org/about/work/programmes/species/who_we_are/ssc_specialist_groups_and_red_list_authorities_dir
ectory/mammals/african_elephant/data/reports/?uPubsID=3407 [hereinafter “African Elephant Status Report 2007”].  
11 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response. 
12 African Elephant Status Report 2007; see also African Elephant Status Report 2002.  
13 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 7. 
14 R. E. Hoare & J. T. Du Toit, Coexistence Between People and Elephants in African Savannas, 13Conservation 
Biology 633-639 (1999), 
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/227623128_Coexistence_between_People_and_Elephants_in_African_Savan
nas [hereinafter “Hoare & Du Toit, Coexistence Between People and Elephants”].  
15 The analysis consists of data compiled from the CITES Trade Database in October 2014, available at 
http://trade.cites.org/. CITES, CITES Trade Database, 2013 (2013), http://trade.cites.org/. (last visited Feb. 9, 2015). 
16 Note that there is a one-to-one ratio between trophy imports, body imports, and live imports and the number of 
elephants.  
17 CITES, Illegal ivory trade driven by unregulated domestic markets, 4 Oct. 2002, available at 
http://www.cites.org/eng/news/pr/2002/021004_ivory.shtml (last visited Feb 9, 2015) [hereinafter “CITES, Illegal 
ivory trade”]. 
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stimulated international demand for elephant parts and creates confusion amongst consumers about 
the legal status of the elephant products in trade.18 For example, after the 2008 sale, there was 
immediately an unprecedented spike in imports of ivory, and net imports of African elephant 
specimens have grown substantially since then.  
 
Remarkably, the U.S. is one of the leading importers of African elephant specimens—
predominantly for commercial, personal and hunting trophy purposes. Further, federal law 
enforcement officials routinely seize shipments of ivory directly from Africa, proving that the U.S. 
is an end market for illegal ivory products.19 The U.S. plays a significant role in the overutilization 
of the species – large amounts of ivory are offered for sale on the domestic market that appear to 
have been carved after the 1989 CITES Appendix I listing,  implying that they were illegally 
imported.20  
 
The African elephant is in danger of extinction due to this overutilization for commercial and 
recreational purposes, and elephant poaching to supply this demand has reached a level that is not 
biologically sustainable.21   
 
Inadequacy of Existing Regulatory Mechanisms 
 
The African elephant is the subject of a large and varied body of law—including local, national, 
and international laws—much of which is designed to protect the species through mechanisms such 
as trade controls and direct prohibitions on take. Collectively, these laws and regulations have 
failed to prevent the drastic population loss and range declines the species is currently facing.  
For example, CITES suffers from inconsistent implementation and enforcement, with politics 
influencing Appendix listing decisions, and compliance failures. Additionally, CITES is not 
designed to control domestic markets, nor does it address non-trade related threats such as habitat 
loss. The Parties to CITES have also, on two separate occasions, undermined elephant conservation 
by sanctioning ivory stockpile sales. Other conventions such as the Convention on Migratory 
Species, regional efforts like the African Union and the Lusaka Agreement, as well as national laws 
in range, transit and consumer states, have all failed to protect the elephant from its current decline.  
 
The U.S.—a significant ivory consumer country—only lists the species as Threatened under the 
ESA, with a “special rule” that allows significant trade in the species to continue without sufficient 
oversight of interstate and foreign commerce in ivory, hunting trophies, and other products. 50 
C.F.R. § 17.40(e). The African Elephant Conservation Act (AfECA) created U.S.-sponsored 
conservation programs and additional international trade restrictions on ivory, and the Lacey Act 
criminalizes commercial activity in wildlife products illegally obtained, but neither of these two 
laws has the ability to meaningfully address the U.S. role in the current poaching crisis, as would 
                                                           
18 CITES, Ivory Auctions Raise 15 Million U.S.D. for Elephant Conservation , 
http://www.cites.org/eng/news/pr/2008/081107_ivory.shtml (last visited Feb. 9, 2015) [hereinafter “CITES, Ivory 
Auctions Raise 15 Million U.S.D.”].  
19 Beth Allgood, et al., U.S. Ivory Trade: Can a Crackdown on Trafficking Save the Last Titan?, 20 Animal L. 27, 36 
(2013) [hereinafter “Allgood et al., U.S. Ivory Trade”].  
20 D. Stiles & E. Martin, The U.S.A’s Ivory Markets—How Much a Threat to Elephants?, 45 Pachyderm 67 (July 
2008–June 2009), available at www.pachydermjournal.org/index.php/pachy/article/view/13/52 [hereinafter “Stiles & 
Martin, U.S.A.’s Ivory Markets”]. 
21 CITES, Elephant Conservation, Illegal Killing, and Ivory Trade. (2014). 10. Available at 
http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf . 



14  

an Endangered uplisting for the species.   
 
The Service recognized over a year ago that additional ESA regulation is needed to promote 
African elephant conservation and to meet the goals of the National Strategy for Combating 
Wildlife Trafficking (and issued Director’s Order 210 to clarify implementation of existing law). 
But to date no such amendment for the African elephant ESA regulations has been formally 
proposed, and neither a change to the existing African elephant special rule (nor the recent changes 
to the U.S. CITES regulations) would be as beneficial to the species as a change in the listing 
status, from Threatened to Endangered.  
 
Conclusion 
 
This Petition demonstrates that the African elephant meets the criteria for listing as Endangered 
under the ESA and therefore the species must be uplisted. The best scientific and commercial data 
available demonstrate that the population and range of the African elephant have significantly 
decreased, and continue to decrease, and that the African elephant is in danger of extinction 
throughout “all or a significant portion of its range” based on the statutory listing factors. 16 U.S.C. 
§§ 1532(6), 1533(a).  
 
The African elephant faces serious threats due to rampant poaching, loss of habitat, exploitation, 
retaliatory killings linked to human-elephant conflict, the effects of war and civil conflict, and 
climate change. Legal trade in African elephant products has stimulated demand for ivory that 
cannot be completely met by legal trade, subsequently driving the catastrophic increase in 
poaching. The species is not adequately protected by existing regulatory measures at national, 
regional or international levels. Listing the African elephant as Endangered under the ESA would 
be a meaningful step toward reversing the decline of the species by ensuring that the U.S. does not 
allow the importation of or interstate commerce in African elephants or their parts unless doing 
promotes the conservation of the species, and by raising global awareness about the alarming and 
increasingly precarious status of this iconic species. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
 

The African elephant (Loxodonta africana) is a globally recognized wildlife icon, one of the most 
intelligent and emotive animals in the world. It is also a species in crisis from both short and long 
term threats that endanger its future existence on the planet. Habitat loss, commercial exploitation, 
unsustainable trophy hunting, human-elephant conflict, and rampant poaching are all threats 
menacingly circling the species and putting it on the brink of extinction. 
 
The United States has a vital role to play in saving the African elephant, and, as demonstrated in 
this petition, the Fish and Wildlife Service is legally required to uplist the species from Threatened 
to Endangered. The benefits that would accompany an Endangered listing under the Endangered 
Species Act—including limits on imports and exports linked to unnecessary killings for sport or 
commercial trade, an open and transparent review of elephant exploitation by Americans, and 
global attention on the poaching crisis —will all help this species recover.   
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II. STATUS AND DISTRIBUTION OF THE AFRICAN ELEPHANT 
 

A. Status 
 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service listed the African elephant as Threatened under the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) in 1978 (following a petition from The Fund for Animals). 43 Fed. 
Reg. 20499 (May 12, 1978).22 As the Service recognized then, “the African elephant is among the 
world’s most commercially valuable animals”, “ivory hunting, mainly illegal, is the greatest 
immediate threat to the species”, and that elephant populations “could be entirely wiped out, if 
large scale poaching continues.”23 In 1989, the Service considered a request to reclassify African 
elephants from Threatened to Endangered, following a petition from The Humane Society of the 
United States and other organizations – the Service acknowledged then that “the status of the 
African elephant has deteriorated substantially since the species was originally classified as 
threatened in 1978” due to “intensive poaching to obtain elephant ivory and subsequent 
international trade of this product.”24 Unfortunately, African elephant populations continue to 
decline due to intensive poaching and trafficking and are on the brink of being “wiped out”. 
 
Estimating current elephant population numbers can be difficult due to variances in data reliability 
and availability.25 The IUCN Species Survival Commission’s African Elephant Specialist Group 
periodically produces status updates on the African elephant. The most recent update, which 
includes data up to 2012,26 relies on data from the African Elephant Database, which is considered 
the most reliable and authoritative source for data concerning African elephant populations.27 In 
the Database, experts utilize a series of algorithms to account for data quality and survey reliability 
when categorizing data as DEFINITE, PROBABLE, POSSIBLE, and SPECULATIVE numbers of 
elephants.28 These estimates are not cumulative, so for example a PROBABLE estimate does not 
include the DEFINITE estimate. Instead, the totals are minimum estimates that can be considered 
additively. Therefore, “in order to produce national, regional and continental totals, the variances 
of sample counts are added together in order to produce a 95% confidence interval … before 
allocation of the pooled estimates to the four groups.”29   
 
In 1979, the Service found that there are “at least 1.3 million of these animals still in existence.”30 
Experts estimate that there were between 433,999 and 683,888 elephants in 2012.31 Of this, 
433,999 are categorized as DEFINITE, 89,873 are PROBABLE, 54,636 are POSSIBLE, and 
                                                           
22 The IUCN lists the species as Vulnerable on its Red List of Threatened Species because it is considered to have a 
high risk of extinction in the wild. Loxodonta africana; IUCN Red List  2014.2; IUCN Red List 2.3. 
23 43 Fed. Reg at 20503. 
24 54 Fed. Reg. 26812 (June 26, 1989). See also 56 Fed. Reg. 11392 (March 18, 1991) (proposing to list African 
elephants as endangered, except in Botswana, Zimbabwe, and South Africa); 57 Fed. Reg. 35473, 35474 (Aug. 10, 
1992) (declining to grant additional protection to African elephants, based on the rational that “overexploitation seems 
to be controlled because of: (1) Enhanced anti-poaching activities, (2) the CITES appendix I listing, and (3) various 
ivory import moratoria. There is substantial evidence that the illegal offtake of elephants on a continent-wide basis is 
significantly reduced and is probably somewhat less than recruitment.”). 
25 African Elephant Status Report 2007. 
26 IUCN, Elephant Database.  
27 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
28 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 11. 
29 Id. 
30 43 Fed. Reg. 20499.  
31 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
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105,380 are SPECULATIVE.32 According to the 2007 African Elephant Status Report by Blanc et 
al., “the sum of these two categories [DEFINITE and PROBABLE] provides the ‘best estimate’” 
of elephant numbers from systematic surveys.”33 Therefore, there were likely at least 523,872 
elephants in Africa as of 2012.34 Thus, the best available science shows that the species has 
suffered a population-wide decline of roughly 60% since the Service recognized (over 30 years 
ago) that the species is likely to become endangered. 
 
Recent scientific studies indicate a downward trend in multiple African elephant populations 
across the continent.35 As discussed in detail below, threats like habitat loss,36 poaching,37 human-
elephant conflict,38 institutional corruption,39 and climate change,40 presently combine to 
jeopardize the species’ survival. Illegal trade is a primary concern at present, and the CITES 
Secretariat states that “poaching numbers in Africa remain at levels that are unsustainable, with 
mortality exceeding the natural birth rate, resulting in an ongoing decline in African elephant 
numbers.”41 
 
Although North Africa was once part of the African elephant’s range, the species is now extinct in 
this region.42 About 52% of Africa’s DEFINITE and PROBABLE numbers of elephants are found 
in Southern Africa,43 with most living in Botswana.44 Eastern Africa holds slightly over 28% of 
the DEFINITE and PROBABLE population, and the majority of elephants in this region are 
located in Kenya and Tanzania.45 West Africa contains 1.6% of Africa’s DEFINITE and 
PROBABLE elephants, and while data are sparse for Central Africa populations, experts estimate 
that 17% of DEFINITE and PROBABLE elephants are located in this area.46 Most of the 
DEFINITE and PROBABLE numbers of elephants in Central Africa are located in Congo, the 

                                                           
32 Id. 
33 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 14. 
34 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
35 See, e.g., Philippe Bouché et al., Will Elephants Soon Disappear from West African Savannahs? 6 PloS ONE 
(2011), http://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0020619 [hereinafter “Bouché et al., Will 
Elephants Soon Disappear”]; CITES Secretariat, IUCN/SSC African Elephant Specialist Grp. & TRAFFIC Int'l, 
Status of African Elephant Populations and Levels of Illegal Killing and the Illegal Trade in Ivory: A Report to the 
African Elephant Summit. (2013), 
https://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/african_elephant_summit_background_document_2013_en.pdf [hereinafter 
“CITES, Status of African Elephant Populations”]; Fiona Maisels et al., Devastating Decline of Forest Elephants in 
Central Africa, 8 PLoS ONE (2013), http://www.plosone.org/article/info%3Adoi%2F10.1371%2Fjournal.pone (last 
visited Nov. 4, 2014) [hereinafter “Maisels et al., Devastating Decline”]; UNEP et al. A Rapid Response; George 
Wittemyer et al., Illegal Killing for Ivory Drives Global Decline in African Elephants., 111 PNAS (2014), 
http://www.pnas.org/content/111/36/13117.abstract [hereinafter “Wittemyer et al., Illegal Killing”]. 
36 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 15. 
37 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 32. 
38 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 41. 
39 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 41, 43. 
40 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 21. 
41 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 10.  
42 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 15. 
43 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
44 CITES, Status of African Elephant Populations at 2. 
45 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
46 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
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Democratic republic of Congo, and Gabon.47 Population estimates are uncertain for Senegal, 
Somalia, and Sudan.48 
 
Table 1: Population and Range Estimates for the African Elephant (2012)49 

  
  Population Data Range Data 

Region50 Country Definite Probable Possible Speculative 
Range 
Area 
(km²) 

% of 
Regional 

Range 

 
IQI51 

C
en

tra
l A

fr
ic

a 

Cameroon 775 1,079 2,150 10,045 120,510 12 0.05 
Central 
African 
Republic 

1,019 113 113 1,040 81,041 8 0.48 

Chad 454 0 2,000 550 149,443 15 0.04 

Congo 7,198 30,979 11,071 0 141,302 14 0.31 

Democratic 
Republic of 
Congo 

1,708 3,036 5,099 3,831 276,209 27 0.16 

Equatorial 
Guinea 

0 0 700 630 15,023 1 0 

Gabon 4,996 30,511 12,103 29,642 221,706 22 0.43 

Totals 16,486 65,104 26,310 45,738 1,005,234 100 0.29 

Ea
st

er
n 

A
fr

ic
a 

Eritrea 96 0 8 0 5,275 1 0.92 

Ethiopia 628 0 220 912 38,417 4 0.24 

Kenya 26,365 771 3,825 5,299 111,423 13 0.68 

Rwanda 11 17 54 0 1,014 0 0.23 

Somalia 0 0 0 70 4,525 1 0 

South Sudan 1,172 5,882 5,882 0 309,897 35 0.19 

Tanzania 95,351 10,278 10,927 900 387,538 44 0.56 

Uganda 2,223 1,031 903 385 15,228 2 0.51 

Totals 130,859 12,966 16,700 7,566 873,318 100 0.49 

So
ut

he
r

n 
A

fr
ic

a Angola 818 801 851 60 406,003 31 0.03 

Botswana 133,088 21,183 21,183 0 100,253 8 0.58 

                                                           
47 CITES, Status of African Elephant Populations at 2. 
48 CITES, Status of African Elephant Populations at 2. 
49 Data from IUCN, Elephant Database. According to the African Elephant Database, “totals for the Definite, 
Probable, and Possible categories are derived by pooling the variances of individual estimates, as described at 
http://www.elephantdatabase.org/reliability. As a result, totals do not necessarily match the simple sum of the entries 
within a given category.” Additionally, the percent of range assessed per country and the Priority for Future Surveys 
scores are available at IUCN, Elephant Database. 
50 Note that the African elephant was historically present in North Africa, but is now extinct in this region. 
51 IQI is the Information Quality Index. According to the African Elephant Database, “This index quantifies overall 
data quality at the regional level based on the precision of estimates and the proportion of assessed elephant range (i.e. 
range for which estimates are available). The IQI ranges from zero (no reliable information) to one (perfect 
information)." For more information, see http://www.elephantdatabase.org and African Elephant Status Report 2007 
introduction. 
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Malawi 865 218 218 1,043 7,539 1 0.41 

Mozambique 17,753 3,340 3,383 2,297 342,727 26 0.45 

Namibia 16,054 4,472 4,492 0 146,904 11 0.48 

South Africa 22,889 0 0 0 30,651 2 0.89 

Swaziland 35 0 0 0 50 0 1 

Zambia 14,961 2,975 3,111 542 201,246 15 0.6 

Zimbabwe 47,366 3,775 3,775 45,375 76,930 6 0.5 

Totals 267,966 22,442 22,691 49,317 1,312,302 100 0.38 

W
es

te
rn

 A
fr

ic
a 

Benin 916 48 188 0 13,672 8 0.44 
Burkina 
Faso 4,477 320 320 200 19,874 11 0.64 

Côte d'Ivoire 211 254 155 517 33,986 19 0.26 

Ghana 857 344 131 58 23,715 14 0.36 

Guinea 0 64 37 57 1,524 1 0.31 
Guinea 
Bissau 0 0 7 13 1,346 1 0 

Liberia 25 99 99 1,363 15,977 9 0.05 

Mali 344 0 0 0 31,881 18 1 

Niger 85 0 17 0 2,683 2 0.83 

Nigeria 0 0 108 667 22,968 13 0 

Senegal 1 0 0 9 1,090 1 0.1 

Sierra Leone 0 0 80 135 1,804 1 0 

Togo 4 0 61 0 5,032 3 0.05 

Totals 7,107 942 931 3,019 175,552 100 0.44 
 

i. West Africa 
 

When assessing regional elephant populations, researchers and managers have been concerned 
for decades about populations in West Africa. It is likely that populations in this region are not 
viable because they are genetically isolated, small, and have unnatural age structures and sex 
ratios as a result of hunting.52 Furthermore, some West African elephant populations have shown 
signs of widespread decline.53 For example, a 2011 study suggests that populations of savanna 
elephants in West Africa have decreased by at least 33% between 1980-83 and 2003-07.54 The 
impacts of high poaching levels and intense human-elephant conflict in the area are particularly 
worrisome.55  

 
 
 
 
 
                                                           
52 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 166. 
53 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 22. 
54 Bouché et al., Will Elephants Soon Disappear at 5. 
55 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
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ii. Central Africa 
 
When the Service listed the African elephant as Threatened in 1978, Central Africa’s populations 
were considered “still substantial.”56 The population’s health has since significantly diminished 
and a severe downward trend continues.  
 
Recently, Wittemyer (2014) found that Central African elephant populations declined a staggering 
62%-63.7% between 2002 and 2012.57 More specifically, Bouché et al. (2011) concluded that 
populations of Central African savanna elephants have decreased 76% since the late 1980s,58 and 
Maisels et al. (2013) showed that the region’s forest elephant populations decreased 62% between 
2002 and 2011 alone.59 Additionally, despite supposed protection, elephant populations have 
decreased in multiple Central African parks including Bayang-Mbo Wildlife Sanctuary in 
Cameroon, Zakouma National Park in Chad, and Odzala Kokoua National Park in Congo.60 
 
Levels of poaching (determined by Proportion of Illegally Killed Elephants, or PIKE, data) have 
been sufficiently high since 2007 to indicate a net decline for elephant populations in Central 
Africa.61 In addition to poaching, habitat fragmentation threatens populations in this region.62  

 
iii. Eastern and Southern Africa 

 
Until recently, it was believed that populations in Eastern and Southern Africa were stable or 
increasing.63 When the species’ IUCN Red List status was last reevaluated (back in 2008), 
assessors concluded that anticipated population increases in these areas would offset population 
declines in the West or Central regions.64 However, Wittemyer (2014) found that Eastern and 
Southern savanna populations declined between 2011 and 2012 due to illegal hunting for ivory.  
 
Poaching is a threat in both elephant populations in Eastern and Southern Africa. According to 
PIKE data, poaching in Eastern Africa’s three largest populations (Laikipia Samburu in Kenya, 
Tsavo in Kenya, and Selous Mikumi in Tanzania) was above a sustainable threshold in 2011.65 
Habitat fragmentation and alteration are also ongoing threats in the area.66 While Southern Africa 
was previously considered safe from poaching, 2011 PIKE data indicate that poachers have 
infiltrated the region and are operating at an unsustainable level.67 Human-elephant conflict also 
threatens elephant populations in the area.68 
 
 

                                                           
56 43 Fed. Reg. at 20500. 
57 Wittemyer et al., Illegal Killing at 2. 
58 Bouché et al., Will Elephants Soon Disappear at 5. 
59 Maisels et al., Devastating Decline at 3. 
60 CITES, Status of African Elephant Populations at 2. 
61 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
62 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
63 Blanc, Loxodonta africana; UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 6. 
64 Blanc, Loxodonta africana. 
65 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
66 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
67 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
68 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
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B. Distribution 
 

African elephants can survive in most habitats across sub-Saharan Africa including savannas, 
forests, and deserts.69 In 1979 the species’ range spanned 7.3 million km2 (Figure 2).70 As of 2007, 
African elephants inhabited 3.3 million km2 (Figure 3).71 This is a 54.8% range reduction over 28 
years, beginning in 1978 when the USFWS listed the African elephant as Threatened, and 
available range continues to decline. 
 
The African Elephant Database lists 2,302,782 km2 of KNOWN range and 1,062,544 km2 of 
POSSIBLE range,72 for a combined 3,365,326 km2. KNOWN range is defined as “areas in suitable 
habitat which, if searched with reasonable intensity, are likely to yield signs of elephant 
presence.”73 POSSIBLE range is defined as “areas within historical range and in suitable habitat 
where there are no negative data to rule out the presence of elephants, including former areas of 
KNOWN range where the source information is more than 10 years old.”74 When taken together, 
KNOWN and POSSIBLE elephant range estimates cover 15% of the continent.75 As of 2007, 31% 
of KNOWN and POSSIBLE range was in protected areas;76 however, not all protected areas 
reliably offer security from human-caused mortalities.77  
 
African elephant range has likely been in decline for more than three decades.78 This decrease is 
attributable to factors like habitat loss and increased human population density.79 Elephant 
distribution is becoming progressively more fragmented over time,80 and habitat reduction is 
expected to continue, further reducing elephant range.81 While improvements in data collection 
have furthered our understanding of elephant range today, there is no doubt that the species is 
suffering from severe habitat loss.82 

 
 

                                                           
69 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 15. 
70 Douglas-Hamilton, Final Report at 12. 
71 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 21. 
72 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
73 IUCN, Elephant Database.  
74 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
75 Assuming Africa is 22,617,267 km2 as stated in African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 21. 
76 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 21. 
77 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 26, 166. 
78 Douglas-Hamilton, Final Report at  U.S. 12 (1989); UNEP et al., A Rapid Response. 
79 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 15. 
80 Blanc, Loxodonta africana. 
81 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 17. 
82 African Elephant Status Report 2007. 
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Figure 2. Range map of the African elephant in 1979.83 

 

                                                           
83 From IUCN/UNEP/WWF (1982)  as cited in CITES Doc. 7.43, Annex 2, the United Republic of Tanzania Proposal 
to Amendments to Appendices I and II, page 7 (1989).  
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Figure 3: Map of African elephant range as of 2007.84 

Note: The African Elephant Specialist Group notes that “only small adjustments were made to the range 
map” for the upcoming 2013 report (unpublished at the time this petition was submitted).85  

 
  i. North Africa 

 
African elephants are now extinct in this region.86 

 
 
 
 

                                                           
84 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 25. Note that a high resolution version of the map is available by contacting 
the African Elephant Specialist Group. See http://www.elephantdatabase.org/ for more information. 
85 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
86 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 15. 
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ii. West Africa 
 
Elephants are found in small, fragmented populations in the savanna, forest, and tropical forest 
habitats of West Africa.87 Historically it was believed that savanna and forest elephants existed 
here, but recent genetic research suggests that the elephants in West Africa may be genetically 
distinct.88  
 
According to the most recent assessment by the African Elephant Specialist Group (2012), West 
Africa has the smallest total elephant range, containing 175,552 km2 or only 5% of the continental 
range.89 Côte d'Ivoire and Mali have 19% and 18% of the region’s elephant range, respectively.90 
The remaining 11 countries all have less than 15% of the regional range, and four account for 1% 
each (Sierra Leone, Senegal, Guinea and Guinea Bissau).91 As of 2007, 56% of elephant range in 
West Africa was located inside designated protected areas.92 Unfortunately, these “protected 
areas” often have more protection on paper than in practice.93 
 
The largest population of West African elephants in West Africa is found in the Warly-Pendjari-
Oti-Mandori-Kéran (WAPOK) ecosystem.94 WAPOK is a protected ecosystem that crosses the 
Benin, Burkina Faso, Niger, and Togo borders.95 

 
West Africa may share some populations with Central Africa, particularly across Nigeria, 
Cameroon, and Chad’s borders.96 
 

iii. Central Africa 
 
According to the latest African Elephant Specialist Group assessment (2012), African elephant 
range covers 1,005,234 km2 (30% of the continental range) in Central Africa.97 Together the 
Democratic Republic of Congo and Gabon contain 49% of the region’s African elephant range.98  
Equatorial Guinea may account for 1% of the range, and the African Central Republic contains 
8%.99 The remaining range (42%) is split almost equally between Cameroon, Congo, and Chad.100  
Elephants may move between the Democratic Republic of Congo, Sudan, and Uganda in Central 
and Eastern Africa as well as between Cameroon and Nigeria in Central and West Africa.101 As of 

                                                           
87 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 162. 
88 Lori S. Eggert et al., The evolution and phylogeography of the African elephant inferred from mitochondrial DNA 
sequence and nuclear microsatellite markers, 289 Proceedings Royal Soc’y, London (B) (2006), 
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1691127 [hereinafter “Eggert et al., The evolution and 
phylogeography of the African elephant”], as cited in African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 162. 
89 All total range estimates include KNOWN and POSSIBLE range from IUCN, Elephant Database. 
90 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
91 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
92 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 162. 
93 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 166. 
94 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 166.  
95 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 166. 
96 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 166. 
97 All total range estimates include KNOWN and POSSIBLE range from IUCN, Elephant Database. 
98 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
99 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
100 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
101 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 30. 
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2007, 33% of KNOWN and POSSIBLE range in Central Africa existed within designated 
protected areas.102 This does not offer as much security from poaching as expected because 
enforcement and management are absent in a number of parks and reserves in the area.103  
 
The majority of African elephants in Central Africa are forest elephants, but savanna elephants can 
be found in northern Cameroon, northern Central African Republic, and Chad.104 Northern and 
eastern Democratic Republic of Congo and Central African Republic are potential areas of 
hybridization between the two subspecies.105 
 
While a specific number documenting Central African range-wide decline is currently unavailable, 
consider the following results of a 2013 study by Maisels et al.106 analyzing Central African forest 
elephants: Maisels et al. estimate that Central African forest elephants have experienced a range 
reduction of approximately 30% between 2002 and 2011.107 It appears that the Central African 
forest elephant population now inhabits less than 25% of its potential range,108 and the 
population’s range is expected to continue to shrink in the future due to habitat loss and poaching 
for ivory.109 
 

iv. Southern Africa 
 

The most up-to-date data (2012) from African Elephant Specialist Group indicates that Southern 
Africa accounts for the largest total range area (1,312,302 km2 or 39% of the continental range).110 
Most notably, Angola accounts for 31% of the regional range, and Mozambique holds 26%.111 As 
of 2007, 28% of this range was in protected areas.112  

 
Most elephants found in Southern Africa are savanna elephants.113 Small numbers of forest 
elephants are present in the Angolan exclave of Cabinda and possibly northwestern Angola.114 The 
Southern Africa countries of Angola, Botswana, Zambia, Zimbabwe, and Namibia share elephant 
populations in the Kavango Zambezi Transfrontier Conservation Area (KAZA TFCA).115 In 
regards to regional cross-border populations, some move between Mozambique and Tanzania 
(Eastern Africa) and others may migrate between Angola and the Democratic Republic of Congo 
(Central Africa).116 
 

 
                                                           
102 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 26. 
103 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 26. 
104 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 26. 
105 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 26. 
106 Maisels et al., Devastating Decline. 
107 Maisels et al., Devastating Decline at 3. 
108 Maisels et al., Devastating Decline at 1, 3. 
109 Maisels et al., Devastating Decline at 7. 
110 All total range estimates include KNOWN and POSSIBLE range from IUCN, Elephant Database. 
111 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
112 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 111. 
113 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 112. 
114 African Elephant Status Report 2007 s at 112. 
115 For more information, see http://www.britannica.com/EBchecked/topic/1883803/Southern-Africas-Kavango-
Zambezi-Transfrontier-Conservation-Area-Year-In-Review-2012/.  
116 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 116. 
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v. Eastern Africa 
 
The African Elephant Specialist Group’s most recent assessment (2007) states that the total 
elephant range in Eastern Africa is 873,318 km2 (26% of the continental total).117 Of that, 
Tanzania accounts for 44% of the population’s regional range, and South Sudan has 35%.118 
Kenya has 14% of the regional elephant range, and Eritrea, Ethiopia, Rwanda, Somalia, and 
Uganda account for less than 5% each.119 As of 2007, 30% of this range existed in protected 
areas.120  

 
Savanna elephants are present in the grasslands, woodlands, coastal and mountain forest areas of 
Eastern Africa, while forest elephants may be found along the region’s western edge.121 Some 
populations exist on the borders between Eastern and Central Africa as well as Eastern and 
Southern Africa.122 Unconfirmed anecdotal evidence indicates that elephants may move into 
Sudan from Ethiopia and Eritrea.123 
  

                                                           
117 All total range estimates include KNOWN and POSSIBLE range from IUCN, Elephant Database. 
118 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
119 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
120 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 67. 
121 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 67. 
122 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 68. 
123 IUCN, Elephant Database. 
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III. NATURAL HISTORY AND BIOLOGY OF THE AFRICAN ELEPHANT 
 

A. Taxonomy 
 
The African elephant (Loxodonta africana) is the only extant species in the Loxodonta genus of 
the family Elephantidae. The African elephant shares the Elephantidae family with the Asian 
elephant (Elephas maximus) along with several extinct species including the mastodon and the 
wooly mammoth. 
 
The African elephant species consists of two extant subspecies: the African savanna elephant 
(Loxodonta africana africana) and the African forest elephant (Loxodonta africana cyclotis). A 
third, smaller subspecies, the North African elephant (Loxodonta africana pharaoensis), went 
extinct during the time of the Roman Empire.  
 
There has been some scientific debate over whether there is a possible third subspecies of elephant 
in West Africa,124 and whether there is more than one species of elephant in Africa,125,126,127,128 but 
the international community has reached consensus that “premature allocation of Africa’s 
elephants to two or more species may result in significant populations being left in taxonomic 
limbo” and that this should be avoided (especially since populations of great conservation value 
include individuals of mixed genetic lineage).129  
 

B. Species description 
 

The African savanna elephant is the largest land mammal on earth, with males reaching upwards 
of three meters and females reaching 2.5 meters at the shoulder.130 The species is characterized by 
large ears, a highly mobile and dexterous trunk, and large tusks. African elephants are also highly 
sexually dimorphic with divergence of growth rates apparent by the age of weaning.131 African 
forest elephants are slightly smaller at two meters (males) and 1.5 meters (females) high at the 

                                                           
124 IUCN SSC African Elephant Specialist Grp., Statement on the Taxonomy of Extant Loxodonta. (2003), 
http://www.iucnredlist.org/documents/AfESGGeneticStatement.pdf. 
125 K. E. Comstock et al., 2002. Patterns of molecular genetic variation among African elephant populations. 
Molecular Ecology 11: 2489-2498 [hereinafter “Comstock et al., Patterns of molecular variation”]. 
126A. L. Roca et al. 2001. Genetic evidence for two species of elephant in Africa. Science 293: 1473-1477, 
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11520983 [hereinafter “Roca et al., Genetic evidence for two species”]; 
127 Eggert et al., The evolution and phylogeography of the African elephant. 
128 R. DeBruyne. 2005. A case study of apparent conflict between molecular phylogenies: the interrelationships of 
African elephants. Cladistics 21: 31-50, 
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/227610163_A_case_study_of_apparent_conflict_between_molecular_phylog
enies_the_interrelationships_of_African_elephants, [hereinafter “DeBruyne, A case study”]. 
129 IUCN SSC African Elephant Specialist Grp., Statement on the Taxonomy of Extant Loxodonta. (2003), 
http://www.iucnredlist.org/documents/AfESGGeneticStatement.pdf. 
130 B. J. Morgan & P. C. Lee. 2003. Forest elephant (Loxodonta africana cyclotis) stature in the Réserve de Faune du 
Petit Loango, Gabon. Journal of Zoology of London 259: 337-344 , 
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/227730071_Forest_elephant_%28Loxodonta_africana_cyclotis%29_stature_i
n_the_Rserve_de_Faune_du_Petit_Loango_Gabon [hereinafter “Morgan & Lee, Forest elephant stature”]. 
131 P.C. Lee, & C. J. Moss. 1986. Early maternal investment in male and female African elephant calves. Behavioral 
Ecology and Sociobiology 18: 353-361, 
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/225904541_Early_maternal_investment_in_male_and_female_African_eleph
ant_calves. 
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shoulder.132 Forest elephants also have longer, thinner, and straighter tusks, smaller and rounder 
ears, and a flatter forehead region than savanna elephants.133,134,135,136 
 
African savanna elephants form matriarch-led herds.137 Males will leave the herd for bachelor 
groups at the onset of sexual maturity.138 African forest elephants are found in smaller groups. 
Males tend to be solitary while females form family groups with their calves and sometimes other 
females.139 
 

C. Reproduction and mortality 
 

African elephants are a very long-lived species, regularly living past 60 years.140 They also have a 
very slow reproduction rate with a long gestation period (22 months) and calving intervals 
between three to five years depending on resource availability.141,142 Calves of both sexes maintain 
close proximity to their mothers until they are 6-8 years of age.143 Individuals do not reach sexual 
maturity until around age 14 for females and 15 for males, but individuals will continue to 
reproduce well past 40 with average fecundity dropping fast after 45.144,145  
 
Adult African elephants are relatively immune to predation due to their size and close-knit family 
groups.146,147 Elephant calves are vulnerable to predation, but only if they are separated from the 

                                                           
132 Morgan & Lee, Forest elephant stature. 
133 Comstock et al., Patterns of molecular variation. 
134 Roca et al., Genetic evidence for two species. 
135 Eggert et al., The evolution and phylogeography of the African elephant. 
136 DeBruyne, A case study. 
137 I. O. Buss. 1961. Some observations on food habits and behavior of the African elephant. Journal of Wildlife 
Management 25: 131-148 [hereinafter “Buss, Some observations on food habits”]. 
138 J. Hanks. 1972. Reproduction of elephant, Loxodonta africana, in the Luangwa Valley, Zambia. Journal of 
Reproduction and Fertility 30: 13-26, http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/5035330 [hereinafter “Hanks, 
Reproduction of elephant”]. 
139 B. J. Morgan, B. & P. C. Lee. 2007. Forest elephant group composition, frugivory and coastal use in the Réserve de 
Faune du Petit Loango, Gabon [hereinafter “Moran & Lee, Forest elephant group composition”]. 
140 C. J. Moss. 2001. The demography of an African elephant (Loxodonta africana) population in Amboseli, Kenya. 
Journal of Zoology of London 255: 145-156, 
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/231860029_The_demography_of_an_African_elephant_%28Loxodonta_afric
ana%29_population_in_Amboseli_Kenya. 
141 Hanks, Reproduction of elephant. 
142 Moss, The demography of an African elephant. 
143 A. M. Shrader, et al. 2005. Growth and age determination of African savanna elephants. Journal of Zoology 270: 
40-48, 
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/227635679_Growth_and_age_determination_of_African_savanna_elephants 
[hereinafter “Shrader, Growth and age determination”]. 
144 Hanks, Reproduction of elephant. 
145 Moss, The demography of an African elephant. 
146 A.J. Loveridge, et al. 2006. Influence of drought on predation of elephant (Loxodonta africana) calves by lions 
(Panthere leo) in an African wooded savannah. Journal of Zoology 270: 523-530 [hereinafter “Loveridge et al., 
Influence of drought on predation”]. 
147 R.J. Power & R. X. S. Compion. 2009. Lion predation on elephants in the Savuti, Chobe National Park, Botswana. 
African Zoology 44: 36-44, 
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/232693088_Lion_Predation_on_Elephants_in_the_Savuti_Chobe_National_
Park_Botswana [hereinafter “Power & Compion, Lion predation on elephants”]. 
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herd or if the herd is weakened by drought.148,149 Natural mortality becomes significant during 
drought events.150,151 Human induced mortality from poaching, hunting, and culling is the most 
common cause of death for elephants.152,153 

 
D. Feeding 

 
African savanna elephants subsist on grasses and woody vegetation.154 The proportion of grass to 
woody vegetation depends on several factors including rainfall, proximity of the vegetation to 
surface water, and nutritional characteristics.155,156 Diet can vary significantly with rainfall as 
relative abundance of woody and grassy vegetation changes. African forest elephants also subsist 
on woody vegetation and grasses, but fruit and bark make up a significant portion of their 
diet.157,158 

 
E. Habitat requirements 

 
African elephants can inhabit Africa’s diverse grasslands, savanna, and forests. Elephants require 
ample vegetation and water to survive, especially in drier ecosystems.159,160 In arid and semi-arid 
savannas, population numbers, home range sizes, and density will rise and fall with vegetation and 
surface water availability during the dry season.161,162 Forest dwelling elephants also require 
mineral resources such as salt deposits for sodium.163 Both forest and savanna subspecies need to 
utilize large swaths of landscape throughout the year and may travel hundreds of kilometers to 
satisfy nutrition and hydration needs.164,165 

                                                           
148 Loveridge et al., Influence of drought on predation. 
149 Power & Compion, Lion predation on elephants. 
150 J.P. Dudley et al. 2001. Drought mortality of bush elephants in Hwange National Park, Zimbabwe. 
151 C. Foley et al. 2008. Severe drought and calf survival in elephants. Biology Letters 4: 541-544, 
http://rsbl.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/4/5/541 [hereinafter “Foley et al., Severe drought and calf survival in 
elephants”]. 
152 Blanc, Loxodonta africana; J. The IUCN red list of threatened species. Version 2014.3. <www.iucnredlist.org>. 
Accessed on 14 January 2015. 
153 I. Douglas-Hamilton, 1987. African elephants: population trends and their causes. Oryx 21: 11-24. 
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155 R. F. W. Barnes. 2008. Elephant feeding behavior in Ruaha National Park, Tanzania. African Journal of Ecology 
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IV. CRITERIA FOR LISTING THE AFRICAN ELEPHANT AS ENDANGERED 
 
The Supreme Court has described the Endangered Species Act (ESA) as “the most comprehensive 
legislation for the preservation of endangered species ever enacted by any nation”. Tennessee 
Valley Authority v. Hill, 437 U.S. 153, 180 (1978). In that landmark case, the Court stated that: 
 

[t]he plain intent of Congress in enacting this statute was to halt and 
reverse the trend towards species extinction, whatever the cost. This 
is reflected not only in the stated policies of the Act, but in literally 
every section of the statute.166  

 

As demonstrated in this Petition, the African elephant is currently in danger of extinction throughout 
a significant portion of its range due to the statutory listing factors. Accordingly, the Secretary of the 
Interior must act to halt and reverse the current trends towards extinction for the African elephant 
by listing the species as Endangered under the ESA and strictly regulating the American demand 
for elephant parts and products. 
 
Pursuant to the ESA, a species  must be listed as Endangered if any of the following five factors put 
the species in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range: (1) The 
present or threatened destruction, modification, or curtailment of its habitat or range; (2) 
Overutilization for commercial, recreational, scientific, or educational purposes; (3) Disease or 
predation; (4) Inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms; or, (5) Other natural or manmade 
factors affecting its existence.167  
 
The ESA requires that all listing determinations be made “solely on the basis of the best scientific 
and commercial data available to [the Secretary] after conducting a review of the status of the 
species.”168 Further, the Service must take into account whether there are any efforts being made by 
foreign nations to protect the species.169 As detailed in this Petition, the African elephant is currently 
in danger of extinction throughout a significant portion of its range and this iconic species could be 
extirpated if the U.S. does not take action to address its role in the ongoing poaching crisis by 
reclassifying the species as Endangered.170   
 
 
 

                                                           
166 437 U.S. 184. 
167 16 U.S.C. § 1533(a)(1)(A)-(E); 50 C.F.R. § 424.11(c)(1)-(5). 
168 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). See also New Mexico Cattle Growers v. U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, 248 F.3d 1277, 
1284-85 (10th Cir. 2001) (quoting H.R. Rep. No. 97-567, pt. 1 at 29 (1982), “‘The addition of the word ‘solely’ is 
intended to remove from the process of listing or delisting of species any factor not related to the biological status of 
the species.’”); H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 835, 97th Cong. 2d Sess. 19-20 (1982) (the limitations on the factors the Service 
may consider in making listing decisions were intended to “ensure that decisions . . . pertaining to listing . . . are based 
solely upon biological criteria and to prevent nonbiological considerations from affecting such decisions.”). 
169 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). 
170 See also Carlton v. Babbitt, 900 F.Supp. 526 (D.D.C. 1995) (when evaluating a petition to reclassify a species from 
threatened to endangered, the Service must consider all of the evidence in the record, especially evidence related to 
increases in human-caused mortalities); 5 U.S.C. § 706(2)(A-D) (mandating that ESA listing determinations must not 
be arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of discretion, not in accordance with law, or unsupported by an articulated rational 
connection between facts found and the decision made). 
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A. Present or threatened destruction, modification, or curtailment of habitat or range 
 
As detailed above, the range of the African elephant has decreased from 7.3 million km2 in 1979 to 
only 3.3 million km2 in 2007, a 54.8% decrease over 28 years, and this unsustainable trend 
continues today.  
 
As human population continues to expand throughout the range of the African elephants, habitat 
loss and degradation are expected to continue to be a major threat to the survival of elephants. 
Expansive habitat is a prerequisite for healthy elephant populations, given their nature as a 
migratory animal and the heavy impacts they will cause on a landscape if a population is 
concentrated in one place for too long.  
 
Numerous factors contribute to elephant habitat loss – according to Blanc et al. (2007), these 
include “habitat encroachment, increased human population densities, urban expansion, 
agricultural development, deforestation and infrastructure development.”171 As African countries 
continue to modernize, these issues will likely continue to escalate and impact the long-term 
prognosis for the species.172 Already, this process of development has impacted nearly a third of 
existing elephant range, a figure that could double by 2050.173 Poaching exacerbates this trend, but 
even if poaching rates are minimized, human development – with associated threats like human-
elephant conflict and habitat fragmentation174 – “will continue to threaten the long term survival of 
elephant populations across Africa,”175 according to the United Nations Environment Programme 
(UNEP). 
 
The issue of habitat loss is not merely one of temporary displacement of elephants by humans: 
land use patterns, such as the transformation of woodland or savanna to agricultural land, can have 
a major long-term impact on resident elephants.176 Coexistence, while a worthy goal, may simply 
be unrealistic in some cases. The IUCN/SSC African Elephant Specialist group warns that “the 
rapid growth of human populations and the extension of agriculture into rangelands and forests 
formerly considered unsuitable for farming mean that large areas are now permanently off-limits 
for elephants.”177  
 
As a result of habitat degradation and loss, some elephant populations may soon be found only in 
protected areas. However, island biogeography theory predicts that a species will be lost if it is 
relegated to habitat “islands.”178 For example, many Tanzanian parks are rapidly becoming habitat 
                                                           
171 African Elephant Status Report 2007; African Elephant Status Report 2002. 
172 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 15. 
173 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 7. 
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islands as a result of human settlement, agricultural development, and the active elimination of 
wildlife on adjacent lands. A study of six Tanzanian parks points out that the rate of extinction of 
mammals over the last 35-83 years is significantly and inversely related to park area, suggesting 
that increasing insularization of the parks has been an important contributory factor in large 
mammal extinctions, particularly in the smaller parks.179  

 
a.  Leading causes of habitat or range loss and related threats 

 
i. Human-elephant conflict 

 

According to the IUCN, expanding human development in elephant range has led to a “reported 
increase in human-elephant conflict, which further aggravates the threat to elephant 
populations.”180 Elephants migrate seasonally, and if those patterns are disrupted by human 
settlements or other barriers, it may lead to direct conflicts or make it more difficult for elephants 
to access food and water.”181 The process of habitat fragmentation often forces elephant 
populations into a diminishing patchwork of suitable terrain, making human-elephant conflict 
more likely as the barriers constrict.  
 
In many African nations today, citizens view the real and perceived costs of human-elephant 
conflict as greatly outweighing the potential benefits of coexistence and, subsequently, elephants 
are increasingly being excluded from many parts of their former range.182 Elephants can be seen as 
a pest species, especially for agricultural producers. Crop raiding is the most common cause of 
conflict between humans and elephants in Africa.183,184,185 However, elephants are responsible for 
a small component of overall pest damage when compared to smaller mammals and insects.186,187 
Furthermore, elephant crop raiding is relatively rare and localized near wildlife reserves and other 
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protected areas.188,189  But small subsistence farmers tend to bear the brunt of negative effects.190 
Even localized and rare events are catastrophic for small subsistence farmers who cannot bear the 
costs.191,192 Furthermore, elephants are physically powerful and dangerous, occasionally injuring 
or killing farmers who defend their crops.193,194,195 As stated in the UNEP report Elephants in the 
Dust, “crop raiding or attacks on humans by elephants in rural areas may lead to retaliation 
killings. While the number of elephants that die in such conflicts is much lower than the numbers 
poached for ivory, hundreds of elephants are killed every year as a result of human-elephant 
conflict.”196 
 
Farmers, non-profit groups, and governments employ many types of mitigation strategies 
including fencing and buffer zones around reserves.197 Most elephant-caused crop damage occurs 
on the borders of protected areas, leading to strategies that include locating farms away from the 
border, switching to animal husbandry near the borders, and assuring that revenue from tourism on 
reserves is used to mitigate costs of damage caused by elephants and other wildlife.198 
 

ii. The effects of wars and civil conflict on African elephant habitat 
 
Many regions of Africa have a history of wars and civil conflict, and the present era is no 
exception, with violence flaring up across equatorial Africa and other areas in the last decade.199 
Conservation efforts decline as security becomes a concern and funds are funneled elsewhere.200 
African elephants are specifically affected by war and civil conflict through increased poaching.201 
As the rule of law is weakened, even elephants that are usually protected in parks or by anti-
poaching laws become vulnerable to poaching.202 Furthermore, elephant ivory, which is already 
extremely valuable, becomes an even more prized resource because it can be used to generate 
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revenue that can be directed toward weapons, ammunition, and supplies.203 According to Dudley 
et al. (2002),), “There is now overwhelming evidence that wars and other forms of human conflict 
disturb ecosystems and cause the loss of biodiversity. This loss is particularly acute with large 
species.”204 Beyers et al. (2011) have found that “the African elephant is one of the most 
vulnerable to human conflict as it requires large areas of suitable habitat, and so suffers from 
habitat loss.”205 Furthermore, as habitat is reduced and elephants are forced to live in smaller areas, 
they become easier targets for ivory and meat hunters. 

 
In parts of Africa, chronic regional conflicts have created long periods of dangerous climates for 
conservationists and unchecked poaching in protected areas. In particular, civil war in the 
Democratic Republic of Congo resulted in decimated populations of African elephants, where 
several parks have lost over half of their elephant populations during the war and in the post-war 
anarchy.206 Beyers et al. (2011) found that in DRC, “all elephant populations suffered during the 
war of 1995-2006. Displaced peoples resulted in significant habitat loss, as occurred in the 
Virunga National Park, DRC, where an area of 300 km2 was deforested during the refugee crisis 
following the genocide in Rwanda in 1994.”207 Another example is in southern Africa, where 
Angola’s 27 years of intermittent conflict has been linked to reports of 100,000 elephants 
exterminated by rebel groups.208 The weapons and supplies gained from smuggling ivory can go 
towards militia groups that further destabilize war-torn regions of Africa, contributing more to an 
environment that imperils elephants and other wildlife.209 With more resources, the militia groups 
can develop sophisticated smuggling pathways, equip better weapons, and expand 
infrastructure.210 
 

iii. Climate change and desertification 
 
The Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) defines desertification as “[the] sum of the 
geological, climatic, biological and human factors which lead to the degradation of the physical, 
chemical and biological potential of lands in arid and semi-arid zones, and endanger biodiversity 
and the survival of human communities.”211 As part of this process, scientists believe that climate 
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change will increase the frequency of severe droughts in semi-arid and arid parts of Africa,212 and 
that it will threaten certain elephant populations.213  
 

Climate change and desertification are already resulting in higher levels of human-elephant 
conflict, poaching, and habitat fragmentation in parts of Africa.214 As a result, climate change-
induced desertification and drought are already considered to be some of the most pressing threats 
to elephants in Chad215 and in the Sudano-Sahelian region.216  
 
In addition to human-elephant conflict, poaching, and habitat loss, severe droughts brought on by 
climate change threaten elephant populations. Consider the following example wherein a 2008 
study examined the effects of a severe drought in Tanzania in 1993.217 Foley et al. (2008) found 
that the average annual calf mortality rate for the studied population was 2%.218 However, 20% of 
monitored calves died during the year of the drought.219 Foley et al. (2008) found that young males 
and the calves of inexperienced mothers were the most vulnerable.220 These results are supported 
by a study by Lee et al. (2013) that assessed 2,652 African elephants over 40 years.221 Lee et al. 
(2013) found that African elephants that endure droughts when young and are born to 
inexperienced mothers have a higher rate of mortality.222 
 

b. Regional assessments of threats to habitat or range 
 

i. West African region 
 
West Africa has seen a dramatic reduction in elephant range and total population, with habitat 
fragmentation restricting elephants to “about 70 small isolated populations that cover only 5% of 
the region” according to research by Barnes (1999).223 Barnes found that fragmentation in the 
region magnifies the vulnerability of elephant populations to ivory poaching and other human 
threats, while those animals that are nominally protected still reside in parks and reserves that 
suffer from poor management and porous boundaries, and that “two-thirds of the populations are 
thought to consist of fewer than 200 animals and therefore have a low probability of surviving the 
next century” especially as human populations grow and infringe on elephant territory.224 
 

ii. Central African region  
                                                           
212 Foley et al., Severe drought and calf survival in elephants. 
213 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response 
214 African Elephant Status Report 2007.J. 
215 African Elephant Status Report 2007. 
216 P. Bouché et al., Game over! Wildlife collapse in northern Central African Republic. 184 Environmental 
Monitoring and Assessment (2011), available at http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22170159. 
217 Foley et al., Severe drought and calf survival in elephants. 
218 Foley et al., Severe drought and calf survival in elephants. 
219 Charles Foley et al., Severe drought and calf survival in elephants. 
220 Foley et al., Severe drought and calf survival in elephants. 
221 P.C. Lee et al. 2013. Enduring consequences of early experiences: 40 year effects on survival and success among 
African elephants (Loxodonta africana). Royal Society Publishing, http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23407501 
[hereinafter “Lee et al. Enduring consequences of early experiences”]. 
222 Lee et al. Enduring consequences of early experiences. 
223 R. F. W. Barnes, Is There a Future for Elephants in West Africa? 29 Mammal Rev.Issue 3 175-200 (1999) (adapted 
from) [hereinafter “Barnes, Is There a Future for Elephants in West Africa?”].  
224 Barnes, Is There a Future for Elephants in West Africa?  



36  

 
The situation is similarly dire for the elephants of Central Africa, particularly forest elephants. A 
seminal analysis by Maisels et al. (2013) “revealed that population size declined by nearly 62% 
between 2002–2011, and the taxon lost 30% of its geographical range. The population is now less 
than 10% of its potential size, occupying less than 25% of its potential range.”225 Reflecting the 
patterns found elsewhere on the continent, changing land use patterns, human elephant conflict, 
and other human-driven habitat reductions are primary threats (along with poaching). Civil strife 
overlapping with historic elephant range is particularly evident in CAR, South Sudan, and several 
other countries in the region.226 
 
The Elephant Listening Project at Cornell University states that natural resource extraction 
industries are having particularly detrimental effects on Central Africa’s elephants, as these 
activities destroy habitat and increase human presence.227 Roads and other infrastructure 
associated with these projects increase access to previously-isolated regions of the forest, making 
it easier for poaching and opportunistic hunting to occur.228 

 

iii. Southern African region 
 
Southern Africa is sometimes considered the safest area for elephants on the continent, with less 
elephant poaching compared to other regions. However, a large-scale poaching incident recently 
resulted in poisoning deaths of approximately 300 elephants in Hwange National Park in 
Zimbabwe,229 which demonstrates that elephants in the region are still endangered by poachers. 
Habitat fragmentation remains a problem and could have implications for future conservation 
efforts. Similarly, human population growth and the spread of extractive industries could alter the 
situation for the worse and bears close observation. 
 

iv. East African region 
 
The USFWS asserts that “in East Africa, elephant populations have decreased by 65% due to 
poaching and land conversion.”230 Somalia, Ethiopia, and Kenya have seen widespread civil 
conflict in the last decade, and Mozambique is still recovering from its civil war, which ended in 
1992. Kenya and Tanzania have relatively large extant elephant populations, but encroachment by 
humans is a growing problem: for example, in their study of the Mount Kenya/Laikipia ecosystem, 
Nyaligu and Weeks (2013) assert that livestock grazing, charcoal burning, and other activities 
“threaten the integrity of the property and undermine the values of the ecosystem in the medium 
and long term.”231 
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In conclusion, the African continent is in the midst of an unprecedented boom in human 
population and development that is often in direct struggle with the goal of sustaining healthy 
populations of elephants and other wildlife. Civil conflict and war, coupled with increased access 
to formerly-remote elephant habitat, exposes African elephants to unpredictable violence on a 
massive scale. Human-driven impacts extend to climate change and desertification, which will 
exert further pressure on the natural environment. And while many African nations have 
established wildlife reserves with varying degrees of protection, habitat fragmentation is 
contributing to isolated elephant populations, human-elephant conflict, and the inevitable 
degradation (by elephants) of the very landscapes in which they are confined. All of these 
elements combine to create a pessimistic outlook for the survival of the species if aggressive 
conservation measures are not immediately put in place.  
  

                                                                                                                                                                                              
https://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/parks_19_1_nyaligu___weeks.pdf. 



38  

B. Overutilization for commercial, recreational, or scientific purposes 
 

Analysis of trade in African elephants and their parts shows that the species is clearly overutilized.  
While international trade that is currently legal can be monitored via the CITES trade database, 
illegal trade is more difficult to precisely quantify. But there is a clear link between legal trade and 
illegal trade, and increased oversight of ivory and other elephant parts and products is needed to 
bring the African elephant back from the brink of extinction.   
 
The African elephant has been listed on Appendix I of CITES since 1990, except for the 
populations of Botswana, Namibia and Zimbabwe (listed on Appendix II since 1997)232 and South 
Africa (listed on Appendix II since 2000).233 Pursuant to the Convention, species listed on 
Appendix I are threatened with extinction and are or may be affected by trade. International trade 
in specimens of species listed on Appendix I for primarily commercial purposes is prohibited 
under CITES.234 Species listed on Appendix II are not necessarily threatened with extinction but 
may become so unless trade is closely controlled.235 Specimens must be accompanied by an export 
permit or a re-export certificate. Permits and certificates should only be granted if the relevant 
authorities are satisfied that certain conditions are met, above all that trade will not be detrimental 
to the survival of the species in the wild.236  
 
The 181 CITES Parties237 are required to file Annual Reports with the CITES Secretariat on the 
import and export of listed species. These reports are compiled into an electronic, searchable trade 
database by the United Nations Environment Programme, in cooperation with the World 
Conservation Monitoring Centre (UNEP-WCMC), which is available to the public on the CITES 
website (www.trade.cites.org). This database can be used to determine the level of legal 
international trade as well as the types and sources of African elephants and their parts that are 
involved, and the purpose of the trade. In the context of CITES, international trade is not limited to 
commercial trade,238 but also includes international trade associated with various purposes 
including breeding, circus or travelling exhibition, education, enforcement, trophy hunting, 
medicinal, personal use, reintroduction, scientific research, and for zoological exhibition.  
 
By examining purposes of trade, the CITES trade database can be used to evaluate the reasons 
behind the movement of African elephants and their parts across international borders by humans. 
The database also includes the source of African elephants and their parts in international trade, 
whether captive-bred,239 captive-born,240 confiscated or seized, pre-Convention,241 ranch-raised, 
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wild, or from an unknown source. While the CITES trade database is the principal source of 
information on international trade in African elephants and their parts, it does not contain 
information on domestic use of African elephants or their parts for commercial, recreational, or 
scientific purposes; nor does it account for the significant volume of poaching and illegal trade, 
except where illicit international trade has resulted in a seizure and this has been reported by the 
relevant country in their CITES Annual Report.  
 

a. International legal trade in African elephants and their parts is extensive 
 

i. Methodology and preliminary comments  
 

a. CITES database 
 
This section of the petition presents original analysis of data on the legal trade in African elephant 
parts. Raw net import data was obtained from the CITES Trade Database on September 29th 2014. 
Raw gross import data was obtained on November 7th 2014. Finally, additional information on 
gross imports of skins was obtained on January 19th, 2015.  
 
It must be noted that the CITES Trade Database has several limitations. First, the database 
includes data reported by CITES member states (Parties) which, for various reasons, may not 
always be accurate. For example, it is often the case that importing and exporting countries 
international trade figures do not match even though they refer to the same specimens in trade. 
Second, the data cannot be used to determine the extent of the illegal trade because illegal trade is, 
by its very nature, not recorded; the exception is specimens that are seized, which may be recorded 
by Parties in their CITES Annual Reports.   
 
Third, while the analysis presented below primarily focuses on the ten year time span between 
2003 and 2012, the African elephant products traded during that time, as reflected in the CITES 
database, may not have been sourced from elephants that died naturally or were killed in that same 
time period. Specimens in trade may have been sourced from stockpiles of these products that 
were taken from elephants killed or that died during different time periods. The CITES database 
does not provide information on the age of the traded specimen.  
 
Fourth, when collecting CITES database information, one must select between gross exports, gross 
imports, net exports or net imports. According to CITES, net trade “first calculates a country’s 
gross (re-)exports and gross imports, and then gives the positive difference between the two 
values” and “aims to give an estimate of the actual number of items being traded.”242 However, 
when researching trade data into or from a specific country, only gross trade can be calculated. 
According to CITES in gross trade “quantities reported by the exporter and importer are compared 
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and the larger quantity is presented in the output. This type of output aims to give an estimate of 
the total number of items recorded in international trade.”243 In this petition analysis, net imports 
are calculated for all cases except with respect to data on international trade by specific source 
country, in which case gross imports are calculated. As CITES explains “if your data selection 
only involves imports to, or exports from, specified countries, you cannot calculate net imports or 
exports, as not all the data necessary for the calculation will be available.”244 
 
Finally, the database presents trade data with and without units of measurement (i.e., kilograms, 
grams, feet squared, meters squared, milliliters, centimeters, etc.), complicating the calculation to 
estimate the number of elephants whose parts are in international trade. Some data are presented in 
terms of numbers, sets, and pairs, among other terms, which give no indication as to weight or size 
of the specimens. An example is that the U.S. may report that 5 ivory carvings were imported 
during a certain year but does not indicate the weight of the carvings. Therefore in order to 
determine the number of elephants involved in international trade, a calculation was developed and 
is described below. 
 

b. Extrapolating the Number of Elephants from Trade Data 
 
In order to calculate the number of elephants reflected by the ivory specimens traded, this analysis 
focuses on the weight of ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and tusks. Since each elephant 
has two tusks, and the average weight of two tusks is 6.66 kg according to Wasser et al. (2009),245 
this means that every 6.66 kg of ivory in trade is the equivalent of one elephant. Therefore, the 
total weight in kilograms of ivory traded analyzed in various parts of this section is divided by 
6.66 to calculate the number of elephants. Ivory without a measurable unit, apart from tusks (see 
next paragraph), is not included in the calculations below because there is no way to determine its 
weight from available information.  
 
Tusks246 that do not have a weight value are taken into account in this analysis in the following 
manner. Total tusk specimens reported without weight and analyzed in various parts of this section 
are divided by two to calculate the number of African elephants and this figure is added to the 
number of elephants reflected by the total weight of ivory in trade.  
 
Finally, three additional figures are added to the total number of estimated elephants: trophies, 
bodies, and live animals (no unit). Where one specimen of each of these terms is reported in the 
CITES database, this petition’s analysis equates this to one African elephant. Although this may be 
obvious in the case of the body or a live elephant, trophies are also equivalent to one elephant. 
Trophies are identified as TRO in CITES trade terms, described as follows:  
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Trophy – all the trophy parts of one animal if they are exported together: e.g. horns 
(2), skull, cape, back skin, tail and feet (i.e. ten specimens) constitute one trophy. 
But if, for example, the skull and horns are the only specimens of an animal that are 
exported, then these specimens together should be recorded as one trophy.  
Otherwise the specimens should be recorded separately. A whole stuffed body is 
recorded under ‘BOD’. A skin alone is recorded under ‘SKI’.247  

 
Because one trophy generally consists of the parts of one dead elephant, this analysis 
equates one trophy to one African elephant. 
  
It must also be highlighted that there are many African elephant items traded beyond ivory, 
trophies, bodies, and live animals. For example, this includes leather, skins, and items made from 
skin, such as shoes, all of which currently are sold on the open market in the U.S. However, it is 
much more difficult to estimate the number of elephants reflected by the trade in these items either 
because they lack a measurable unit, because the measurable units vary (length vs. weight of the 
skins), and because it is challenging to estimate the average size of an elephant’s skin. Also, any 
elephant whose skin is in international trade may already be accounted for in this analysis by the 
other tradable parts of the elephant, such as ivory. Therefore this analysis focuses on ivory weight, 
tusks, trophies, bodies, and live animals in its calculations, but does not include skins, leather, and 
other skin items when calculating total African elephants impacted by international trade. 
 

c. Organization of the section on international legal trade in African 
elephant and their parts 

 
The subsequent section on international legal trade in African elephants and their parts is 
organized into three main sections: (1) net imports from all sources and for all purposes, (2) net 
imports from wild sources and for all purposes, and (3) top three purposes of international trade in 
African elephants. Each of these three sections is divided into a subsection on estimated elephants 
in trade (broken down by the estimates according to (a) global imports, and (b) U.S. imports) and 
calculated specimens in trade (also broken down by (a) global imports, and (b) U.S. imports). 
Lastly the same format is applied to the top three purposes of international trade, which are: 
commercial, hunting trophy, and personal.  
 
Following this analysis, this section next reviews international (legal) trade in African elephants 
and their parts by source country, with subsections included on Zimbabwe, Botswana, South 
Africa, Namibia, Tanzania, Zambia, Cameroon, Ghana, Gabon, Mozambique, and Kenya.  
 
Illegal trade in African elephants and their parts is discussed separately. 
 

ii. Net Imports248 from All Sources and for All Purposes  
 

                                                           
247 CITES Guidelines.  
248 In the CITES Trade Database, the user is prompted to select one of the following report types: gross exports, gross 
imports, net exports or net imports. A net trade output first calculates a country’s gross (re-)exports and gross imports, 
and then gives the positive difference between the two values. This type of output aims to give an estimate of the 
actual number of items being traded. CITES Trade Database Guide. 
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1. Estimated elephants in trade (all sources and all purposes) 
 

Global imports: The original analysis249 presented in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 
2012 the total of African elephants reflected by the reported international trade (global net imports 
from all sources and for all purposes) is 49,501. The calculations are detailed below. 
 
In terms of measurable units, net elephant product imports during the 2003-2012 year span 
included 206,760 kilograms (kg) (206.7 metric tons) of ivory (calculation: 8,040.5kg ivory 
carvings + 43,917.8kg ivory pieces + 1,018.32kg ivory scraps + 153,783.3kg tusks = 
206,760kg).250 Using an average tusk weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents 31,045 African 
elephants (calculation: 206,760 kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 31,045 estimated elephants).  
 
When this number of elephants is combined with imports without a measurable unit, including the 
number of net trophy imports (8,593), body imports (119), and live imports (509) between the 
years 2003-2012, the total number of African elephants in international trade in that time span is 
40,266.251 (Calculation: 31,045 + 8,593 +119 + 509 = 40,266 estimated elephants).  
 
Moreover, net imports of 18,471 tusks were reported between 2003 and 2012 without any unit 
indicated. However, one can still estimate the number of elephants potentially impacted by the 
imports. Elephants have two tusks and therefore two tusks are equal to one elephant. If one divides 
18,471 tusks by two tusks per elephant that amounts to an estimated 9,235.5 elephants. Combing 
this total with 40,266 elephants calculated above, brings the total of African elephants reflected by 
the reported international trade between 2003 and 2012 to 49,501 (calculation: 31,045 + 9,235 + 
8,593 + 119 + 509 = 49,501 estimated elephants). See Table 2. 
 
Note that all elephant number estimates represent the minimum because another large category of 
items traded are skins and it is not possible to estimate how many elephants are represented by the 
skin trade based on the CITES Trade Database. 
 
Table 2: Global Net Imports and Estimated Numbers of Elephants, All Sources and All 
Purposes (2003-2012) 

All 
Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 
Elephants 

281,428 (no 
unit)  

206,760 kg 
÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. weight 
per tusk) = 

31,045 
elephants 

18,471 (no unit) 
÷ 2 (number of 

tusks per 
elephant) 
= 9,235 

elephants 

8,593 
trophies = 

8,593 
elephants 

119 bodies 
= 119 

elephants 

509 live = 
509 

elephants 

49,501 

                                                           
249 The analysis represented consists of data compiled from the CITES Trade Database on September 29, 2014. CITES 
Trade Database Guide. 
250 This figure was derived by adding up the weight figures (in kg) for three types of specimens including ivory 
carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and tusks, as reported in the UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database when 
searching for “net imports” all sources, and all purposes. Other measurable units such as pairs, sets, or centimeters 
cannot be added to estimate numbers of elephants.  
251 Note that there is a one-to-one ratio between trophy imports, body imports, and live imports and the number of 
elephants.  
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Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, all purposes.  
 
Global net imports of ivory (kg) from all sources and for all purposes were low (ranging between 
52 and 7,105 kilograms between 2003 and 2007). However, due to the CITES one-off sale of ivory 
from Botswana, Namibia, South Africa and Zimbabwe to China and Japan, net imports of ivory 
included 59,474kg in 2008 and 107,824kg in 2009. See Figure 1. 
 

 
Figure 1: Global Net Imports of African Elephant Ivory (kg), All Sources and for All 
Purposes (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, all purposes. Search filtered for ivory carvings, pieces, and scraps, as 
well as tusks (kg).  
 
U.S. imports: The analysis in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 2012 the total of 
African elephants reflected by the reported U.S. net imports from all sources and for all purposes 
is 8,119.  The calculations are detailed below. 
 
In terms of measurable units, net elephant product imports during the 2003-2012 year span 
included 11,538kilograms (kg) (11.5 metric tons) of ivory (calculation: 127.6 kg ivory carvings + 
476.8 kg ivory pieces + 3 kg ivory scraps + 10,930.8kg tusks =11,538kg).252 Using an average tusk 
weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents 1,732 African elephants (calculation: 11,538 kg ÷ 6.66 
kg = 1,732 estimated elephants).  
 
When this number of elephants is combined with imports without a measurable unit, including the 
number of net trophy imports (4,091), body imports (2), and live imports (74) between the years 
2003-2012, the total number of African elephants in international trade in that time span is 
40,266.253 (Calculation: 1,732 + 4,091 +2 + 74 = 5,899 estimated elephants). Moreover, U.S. net 
imports of 4,440 tusks were reported between 2003 and 2012 without any unit indicated. However, 
                                                           
252 This figure was derived by adding up the weight figures (in kg) for three types of specimens including ivory 
carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and tusks, as reported in the UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database when 
searching for “net imports” all sources, and all purposes. Other measurable units such as pairs, sets, or centimeters 
cannot be added to estimate numbers of elephants.  
253 Note that there is a one-to-one ratio between trophy imports, body imports, and live imports and the number of 
elephants.  
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one can still estimate the number of elephants potentially impacted by the imports. Elephants have 
two tusks and therefore two tusks are equal to one elephant. If one divides 18,471 tusks by two 
tusks per elephant that amounts to an estimated 2,220 elephants. Combing the total 5,899 
elephants calculated above, brings the total of African elephants reflected by the reported 
international trade between 2003 and 2012 to 8,119 (calculation: 1,732 + 4,091 +2 + 74 + 2,220 = 
8,119 estimated elephants). See Table 3. 
 
Table 3: U.S. Net Imports Estimated Numbers of Elephants, All Sources and All Purposes 
(2003-2012) 

All 
Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 
Elephants 

121,296 (no 
unit)  

11,538 kg ÷ 
6.66 kg 

(avg. weight 
per tusk) = 

1,732 
elephants 

4,440 (no unit) ÷ 
2 (number of 

tusks per 
elephant) 
= 2,220 

elephants 

4,091 
trophies = 

4,091 
elephants 

2 bodies = 
2 elephants 

74 live = 
74 

elephants 

8,119 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, all purposes. Search filtered for US. 
 
U.S. net imports of ivory (kg) from all sources and for all purposes were extremely low (ranging 
between 2 and 83 kilograms between 2003 and 2007). However, the imports increased following 
2008, with the highest number of net imports of ivory from all sources and for all purposes rising 
to 6,028 kilograms in 2012. See Figure 2. 

 
Figure 2: U.S. Net Imports of Ivory (kg) from All Sources and for All Purposes (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, all purposes. Search filtered for ivory carvings, pieces, and scraps, as 
well as tusks (kg).  
 
 
 

2. African elephant specimens in trade (all sources and all purposes) 
 
Global imports. In addition to looking at the weight of ivory in trade, and the number of tusks, to 
determine the impact of international trade on the African elephant, we can also examine the 
number of specimens in trade (without a measurable unit). Net imports from all sources and for all 
purposes between 2003 and 2012 consisted of 281,428 African elephant specimens (e.g., bodies, 
bones, carvings, ears, feet, genitalia, hair, ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, leather 
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products, shoes, skins, derivatives, tusks, among others).  
 
Over the decade studied, based on numbers of specimens in trade, reported international ivory 
trade decreased from 2003, reaching a low in 2007, after which it increased (see Figure 3 below). 
In 2008 CITES approved a second254 “one-off” sale of ivory from Botswana, Namibia, Zimbabwe 
and South Africa to China and Japan.255 The first sale occurred in 1999 from Botswana, Namibia, 
and Zimbabwe to Japan.256 Since 2009, net imports of African elephant specimens have grown 
substantially. See Figure 3. 

 

 
Figure 3: Global and U.S. Net Imports of African Elephant Specimens from All Sources and 
for All Purposes (2003-2012) (No Units) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and all purposes. Filtered for “blank” terms and totals were calculated 
globally and for the US. 
 
The top three items in terms of numbers of global net imports of specimens from all sources 
between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: small leather products (57,844 specimens), ivory carvings 
(56,204 specimens), and skins (33,184 specimens). Trade in African elephant skins is discussed in 
greater detail in a later section of this analysis. With respect to trends, global imports of small 
leather product specimens from all sources reached the lowest points in the decade studied in 2008 
and have been on the increase since that point, with a sharp jump in 2011. Global ivory carving 
specimen imports have been on a general decline since 2005. Finally, global skin imports are 
generally increasing with the highest number of imports in 2009. See Figure 4.  
 

                                                           
254 The first “one-off” sale occurred in 1999 from Botswana, Namibia, and Zimbabwe to Japan.  
255 CITES, Ivory Auctions Raise 15 Million U.S.D. 
256 CITES, Illegal ivory trade. 
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Figure 4: Global Net Imports of Small Leather Products, Ivory Carvings, and Skins, All 
Sources and All Purposes (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, all purposes. Search filtered for top three specimens imported, which 
included small leather products, ivory carvings, and skins.  
 
U.S. imports: As Figure 4 above illustrates, there is a clear upward trend in global net imports of 
African elephant specimens, as measured by number of specimens, and the U.S. is a large share of 
these imports over the period studied. The percentage of net imports globally comprised of U.S. 
imports varied from 24.6% to 55.8% over the period studied. However, it must be noted that data 
on specimens (without units) gives no indication as to the actual size, weight, or other dimensions 



47  

of the elephant products. The visible growth is in the net imports of number of specimens only. 
See Table 4.  
 
Table 4: Global and U.S. Net Imports of African Elephant Specimens, All Sources and All 
Purposes (No Units) (2003-2012)  

 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
Global Net 
Imports 
(number of 
specimens) 23,915 19,964 24,932 17,939 13,939 27,575 21,067 35,614 44,582 51,902 
U.S. Net 
Imports 
(number of 
specimens) 5,894 7,836 14,740 10,003 5,800 11,062 8,047 16,398 22,161 19,355 
U.S. Share 
of Total 24.60% 39.20% 59.10% 55.80% 41.60% 40.10% 38.10% 46% 49.70% 37.30% 
Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and all purposes. Filtered for “blank” terms and totals were calculated 
globally and for the US. 
 
U.S. imports of non-measurable specimens of African elephants and their products over the period 
studied far exceed those of other countries (approximate 44% of global total). Other major 
importers of African elephant specimens over the 2003 to 2012 year span (according to non-
measurable units or “specimens”) are China (approximately 8% of all net imports of specimens), 
Japan, (approximately 9%), Italy (approximately 4%), and Monaco (approximately 4%), among 
others. U.S. net imports between 2003 and 2012 correlated to 8,119 elephants.257 
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Figure 5: Global Net Imports by Top Countries, All Sources and All Purposes (No Units) 
(2003-2012)  

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and all purposes. Totals were calculated globally. Only the top 
importing countries are listed.  
 
The top three items in terms of numbers of U.S. net imports of specimens between 2003 and 2012 
(all sources and all purposes) are as follows: ivory carvings (27,776 specimens), small leather 
products (26,448 specimens), and skins (15,131 specimens). Between 2009 and 2012, there were 
only 1,238 ivory carving specimen net imports into the United States. U.S. imports of small leather 
products increased substantially between 2010 and 2012, with a major spike in 2011. Finally, skin 
imports into the U.S. have had a general upward trend since 2003, with the biggest spike in 2008. 
See Figure 6 below.  
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Figure 6: U.S. Net Imports of Ivory Carvings, Small Leather Products, and Skins, All 
Sources and All Purposes (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and all purposes. Filtered for “blank” terms and trends graphed for the 
top three specimen categories: ivory carvings, small leather products, and skins. 
 

iii. Net Imports from Wild Sources and for All Purposes  

 

1. Estimated elephants in trade (wild-sourced and for all purposes) 
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Global imports: The original analysis presented in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 
2012 the total of African elephants reflected by the reported international trade (global net imports 
from wild sources and for all purposes) is 46,283.  The calculations are detailed below. 
 
In terms of specimens that did have measurable units, net wild-sourced elephant product imports 
during that year span included  approximately 193,520 kg258 (193.5 metric tons) of ivory 
(calculation: 7,557.7kg ivory carvings + 40,366kg ivory pieces + 3kg ivory scraps + 145,593.6kg 
tusks = 193,520kg, equivalent to at least 29,057 African elephants.259 When this number of 
elephants is combined with the number of net trophy imports (8,446), body imports (39), and live 
imports (321) sourced from the wild between the years 2003-2012, the total number of wild-
sourced African elephants in international trade in that time span is 37,863.  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by wild-sourced tusks imported from 2003-
2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the total of wild-sourced African 
elephants in international trade between 2003 and 2012 is 46,283 (calculation: 29,057 + 8,420 + 
8,446 + 8,446 + 39 + 321 = 46,283). See Table 5. 
 
Table 5: Global Net Imports, Wild-Sourced and All Purposes (2003-2012) 

All 
Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 
specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Total 
Elephants 

236,428 193,520kg ÷ 
6.66kg (avg. 
weight per 

tusk) = 
29,057 

elephants 

16,840 (no unit) 
÷ 2 (number of 

tusks per 
elephant) 
= 8,420 

elephants 

8,446 
trophies = 

8,446 
elephants 

39 bodies 
= 39 

elephants 

321 live = 
321 

elephants 

46,283 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and all purposes.  
 
Global net imports of ivory (in kilograms) from wild sources and for all purposes include a 
substantial increase in 2008 and 2009 due to the CITES approved one-off sale of ivory from 
Botswana, Namibia, Zimbabwe and South Africa to China and Japan. See Figure 7. 
 

                                                           
258 Calculated by adding the net import weights (in kilograms) of ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and tusks 
between 2003 and 2012. 
259 The total weight of ivory specimens (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) reported as being from a wild source and 
traded internationally for all purposes between 2003 and 2012 is 197,562 kg. Using the standard of the average weight 
of an elephants’ two tusks as 6.66kg, the number of African elephants’ represented by that total weight is 29,664. 
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Figure 7: Global Net Imports of African Elephant Ivory (kg), Wild-Sourced and for All 
Purposes (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and all purposes. Filtered for ivory carvings, pieces and scraps, as well 
as tusks (in kilograms).  
 
U.S. imports: The analysis in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 2012 the total of 
African elephants reflected by reported U.S. net imports from wild sources and for all purposes is 
7,831. The calculations are detailed below.  
 
The U.S. imported 10,933 kg260 wild-sourced ivory between 2003 and 2012, equivalent to 1,641261 
African elephants (calculation: 10,933 kg ÷ 6.66kg avg. weight of two tusks = 1,641 elephants). 
When this number of elephants is combined with the number of net trophy imports (4,045, which 
equals 4,045 elephants), body imports (n/a), and live imports (70 elephants) sourced from the wild 
between the years 2003-2012, the total number of wild-sourced African elephants affected by 
imports into the U.S. is 5,756.  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by wild-sourced tusks imported by the U.S. 
from 2003-2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the total number of U.S. 
imported wild-sourced elephants is 7,831 (calculation: 1,641 + 2,075 + 4,045 +70 = 7,831). See 
Table 6. 
 
Table 6: U.S. Net Imports, Wild Sourced and for All Purposes (2003-2012) 

All 
Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 
Elephants 

110,213 10,933kg ÷ 
6.66kg (avg. 
weight per 

4,150 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks 

per elephant)  

4,045 
trophies = 

4,045 

n/a 70 live = 
70 

elephants 

7,831 

                                                           
260 Calculated by adding up the net import weight (in kilograms) of ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and 
tusks sourced from the wild between 2003 and 2012. 
261 The total weight of ivory specimens (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) reported as being from a wild sources and 
imported by the United States between 2003 and 2012 is equal to 10,933 kg. Using the standard of the average weight 
of an elephants’ two tusks as 6.66kg, 1,641 is the number of African elephants’ represented by that weight.  
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tusk)  
= 1,641 

elephants 

= 2,075 elephants elephants 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and all purposes. Filtered for U.S. imports.  
 
U.S. net imports of ivory (in kilograms) from wild sources and for all purposes were extremely 
low (ranging between 2 and 13 kilograms between 2003 and 2007). However, following 2008 
there was a substantial increase in U.S. net imports of ivory (kg), jumping to 6,018kg in 2012. See 
Figure 8. 
 

 
Figure 8: U.S. Net Imports of African Elephant Ivory (kg), Wild-Sourced and for All 
Purposes (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and all purposes. Filtered for U.S. imports and measurable units: 
ivory carvings, pieces and scraps, as well as tusks (kilograms). 
 

2. African elephant specimens in trade (wild-sourced and for all purposes) 
 
Global imports: Of total global net imports traded between 2003 and 2012 for all purposes (with 
no measurable units recorded), 236,428 African elephant specimens were sourced from the wild 
(equivalent to 84% of the net imports from all sources and for all purposes, without a measurable 
unit). Looking at the number of specimens in trade, it can be seen that following the 2009 second 
“one-off” sale of ivory from Botswana, Namibia, South Africa and Zimbabwe to China and Japan, 
net imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens grew substantially, both in terms of 
measurable and non-measurable units. Of these global wild-sourced net imports (without a 
measurable unit) between 2003 and 2012, the U.S. has imported the largest share. See Figure 9. 
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Figure 9: Global and U.S. Net Imports of African Elephant Specimens, Wild-Sourced and 
for All Purposes (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and all purposes. Totals were calculated globally and for the US. 
 
The top three items in terms of numbers of global net imports of specimens between 2003 and 
2012 are as follows: small leather products (56,766 specimens), ivory carvings (31,503 
specimens), and skins (32,812 specimens). The trend pattern for global imports of these wild-
sourced specimens follows closely that of specimens from all sources. Please see Figure 3 above. 
 
U.S. imports: As Figure 9 above illustrates there is also a clear upward trend of global net imports 
of African elephant specimens from wild sources (as in the case of the imports from all sources) 
for the years 2003 to 2012. Of this trade, the U.S. imported 110,213 African elephant specimens 
between 2003 and 2012 (without a measurable unit recorded). 
 
The top three items in terms of numbers of U.S. net imports of wild-sourced specimens between 
2003 and 2012 are as follows: small leather products (25,230 specimens), ivory carvings (20,371 
specimens), and skins (14,877 specimens). U.S. net imports of wild-sourced small leather 
specimens ranged between 121 and 918 specimens between 2003 and 2009, however they 
dramatically increased to 12,342 specimens in 2011 and 7,750 in 2012. U.S. net imports of wild-
sourced ivory carving specimens have been declined from a high of 5,477 in 2005 to 313 in 2012. 
Finally, U.S. net imports of wild-sourced skin specimens reached a high of 3,568 in 2008, declined 
to 861 in 2011 and up to 2,593 in 2012. See Figure 10 below.  
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Figure 10: U.S. Net Imports of Small Leather Products, Ivory Carvings, and Skins, Wild 
Sourced and for All Purposes (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and all purposes. Filtered for U.S. imports and the top three import 
terms: small leather products, ivory carvings, and skins.  
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iv. Top Three Purposes of International Trade in African Elephants 
 
Based on the number of African elephants reflected by 2003-2012 net imports of ivory from all 
sources, tusks, trophies, bodies, and live animals in trade, the top three purposes of net imports of 
African elephants and their parts are: commercial, hunting trophy, and personal. Commercial net 
imports are represented by 29,674 elephants over ten years or approximately 60% of total 
estimated elephants impacted by trade from all sources and for all purposes between 2003 and 
2012. Hunting trophy net imports are represented by 15,518 elephants over ten years or 31% of 
estimated elephants. Finally, personal net imports are represented by 3,105 elephants over ten 
years or 6% of estimated elephants.262  
 
In terms of non-measurable units in global trade of African elephants and their parts, the most 
common purposes of all net imports are: commercial, personal, and hunting trophy. Commercial 
net imports from all sources totaled 185,798 specimens (approximately 66% of the total specimens 
without a measurable unit). Personal net imports from all sources totaled 49,390 specimens 
(approximately 17.5% of the total specimens). Finally, hunting trophy net imports from all sources 
totaled 35,000 (approximately 12.4% of the total specimens).  
 
The U.S. is one of the main importing countries of African elephant specimens for these three 
purposes. Based on the number of specimens traded, between 2003-2012, the U.S. imported 
80,183 specimens for commercial purpose (43% of the total net imports for commercial purpose, 
no measurable unit), 16,408 specimens for hunting trophy purpose (46% of the total net imports 
for hunting trophy purpose, no measurable unit), and 22,164 specimens for personal purpose (45% 
of the total net imports for personal purpose, no measurable unit).  
 

1. Commercial Purpose 
 

a. Estimated elephants in trade (commercial purpose) 
 
Global imports: The original analysis presented in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 
2012 the total of African elephants reflected by net commercial imports from all sources is 29,674 
and reflected by net commercial imports from wild sources is 28,253. The calculations are detailed 
below. 
 
In terms of measurable units, net commercial imports of ivory during that year span included 
approximately 168,944 kg (168.9 metric tons), equivalent to at least 25,367 African elephants. 
(Calculation: 168,944 kg ÷ 6.66kg avg. weight of two tusks = 25,367 elephants)263 When this 
number of elephants is combined with the number of net commercial trophy imports (182), body 
imports (1), and live imports (175) between the years 2003-2012; the total number of African 
elephants imported for commercial purposes in that time span is 25,725. (Calculation: 25,367 + 
182 + 1 + 175 = 25,725) (Table 7)  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by all tusks imported for commercial 
                                                           
262 The calculations used to obtain these numbers are discussed in detail in the sections that follow. 
263 The total weight of net commercial imports of ivory specimens (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) for all purposes 
between 2003 and 2012 is 168,944kg. Using the standard of the average weight of an elephants’ two tusks as 6.66kg, 
the number of African elephants’ represented by that total weight is 25,367. 
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purpose from 2003-2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the total number 
of African elephants imported for commercial purpose is 29,674 (calculation: 25,725 + 3,949 + 
182 + 1 + 175 = 29,674) (Table 7). Almost all of the net imports of African elephant specimens for 
commercial purposes were from wild-sourced elephants (28,253 elephants of 29,674, or 95.5%). 
See Table 7.  
 
Table 7: Global Net Commercial Imports, Wild-Sourced (2003 to 2012) 

Global Net Commercial Imports from 2003 to 2012 (all sources) 
All Specimens Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
185,829 168,944 kg 

÷ 6.66kg 
(avg. 

weight per 
tusk)  

= 25,367 
elephants 

7,898 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 3,949 elephants 

182 trophies = 
182 elephants 

1 body = 1 
elephant 

175 live 
= 175 

elephan
ts 

29,674 

Global Net Commercial Imports from 2003 to 2012 (wild sources) 
All Specimens Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
161,819 164,441 kg 

÷ 6.66kg 
(avg. 

weight per 
tusk)  = 
24,691 

elephants 

6,660 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 3,330 elephants 

174 trophies = 
174 elephants 

n/a 58 live 
= 58 

elephan
ts 

28,253 

 
Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, commercial purpose.  
 
Global net commercial imports of ivory (in kilograms) were only traded in significant numbers as 
part of the CITES approved on-off sale from Botswana, Namibia, Zimbabwe and South Africa to 
China and Japan, as can be seen in Figure 12 for the years 2008 and 2009. 
 

 
Figure 11: Global Net Commercial Imports of Ivory (kg), All Sources and Wild-Sourced 
(2003-2012) 
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Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and commercial purpose. Filtered for measurable units of ivory and 
tusks in kilograms. 
 
U.S. imports: The analysis in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 2012 the total of 
African elephants reflected by the reported U.S. net commercial imports from all sources is 206 
and reflected by U.S. net commercial imports from wild sources is 173. The calculations are 
detailed below. However, please note that skins were also imported for commercial purpose into 
the U.S., and if looking at “skin” imports alone over the studied decade the U.S. imported 14,599 
skins which are equivalent to 14,599 elephants (CITES defines skins as “substantially whole”). 
See discussion on skins below. 
 
The U.S. imported 124 kg264 of all-source ivory equivalent to 19265 African elephants (calculation: 
124kg ÷ 6.66kg = 19 elephants). When this number of elephants is combined with the number of 
U.S. net commercial trophy imports (29), body imports (1), and live imports (50) from all sources 
between the years 2003-2012; the total number of African elephants imported into U.S. for 
commercial purposes is 99 elephants (calculation: 19 + 29 + 1 + 50 = 99).  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by all tusks the U.S. imported for 
commercial purpose from 2003-2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the 
total number of African elephants imported for commercial purpose is 206 (calculation: 19 + 107 
+ 29 + 1 +50 = 206 elephants). Of these imports, net U.S. imports for commercial purposes from 
wild-sourced elephants added up to 173 elephants (calculation: 2 + 95 + 26 + 50 = 173 elephants) 
of 206 or 89%. See Table 8.  
 
Table 8: U.S. Net Commercial Imports, All Sources and Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) 

U.S. Net Commercial Imports from 2003 to 2012 (all sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
80,168 124 kg ÷ 6.66kg 

(avg. weight per 
tusk) 

=19 elephants 
 

214 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 107 elephants  

29 trophies = 
29 elephants 

1 body = 1 
elephant 

50 live 
= 50 

elepha
nts 

206 

U.S. Net Commercial Imports from 2003 to 2012 (wild-sourced) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
78,002 16 kg ÷ 6.66kg 

(avg. weight per 
tusk) 

= 2 elephants 
 

189 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 95 elephants  

26 trophies = 
26 elephants 

n/a 50 live 
= 50 

elepha
nts 

173 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild sources, commercial purpose.  

                                                           
264 Calculated by adding the U.S. net weight (in kilograms) of ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and tusks 
imported for commercial purposes from all sources between 2003 and 2012. 
265 The total weight of ivory specimens (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) imported by U.S. for commercial purposes 
between 2003 and 2012 is equal to 10,933 kg. Using the standard of the average weight of an elephants’ two tusks as 
6.66kg, 1,641 is the number of African elephants’ represented by that weight.  
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U.S. net commercial imports of ivory (in kilograms) from all sources have ranged between 0.2kg 
in 2009 to the highest points of 83.3kg in 2005. U.S. net commercial imports of ivory (in 
kilograms) from wild sources have ranged between 1kg in 2004 and the highest point of 13kg in 
2005. See Figure 12. 
 

 
Figure 12: U.S. Net Commercial Imports of Ivory (kg) from All Sources and Wild-Sourced 
(2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and commercial purpose. Totals were calculated for ivory items with a 
designated weight (ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and tusks) globally and for US. 
 
As Figure 12 shows U.S. imports of wild-sourced ivory for commercial purposes were extremely 
small over the period studied, and in fact were zero for the last seven of the ten years. Data on 
legal imports clearly does not reflect availability of ivory for sale in the United States. In fact, 
according to Stiles and Martin (2008), the U.S. is the second largest market for ivory.266 The study 

                                                           
266 D. Stiles & E. Martin, The U.S.A’s Ivory Markets—How Much a Threat to Elephants?, 45 Pachyderm 67, 71 (July 
2008–June 2009) [hereinafter “Stiles & Martin, U.S.A.’s Ivory Markets”]. 
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recorded 24,004 ivory products in 657 outlets in sixteen U.S. cities.267 The three cities with the 
largest number of products were New York City, San Francisco and Los Angeles with one-third of 
the items most likely post-1989 worked ivory,268 meaning that it was most likely illegally imported 
or fraudulent in some way. 
 

Commercial imports from range states: The top global gross269 commercial wild-sourced imports 
between 2003 and 2012 were from the following African elephant range countries: South Africa 
(15,255 estimated elephants impacted by global gross commercial imports from South Africa), 
Botswana (9,553 estimated elephants impacted by global gross commercial imports from 
Botswana), Namibia (2,257 estimated elephants impacted by global gross commercial imports 
from Namibia), Zimbabwe (969 estimated elephants impacted by global gross commercial imports 
from Zimbabwe), among others. See Figure 13 and Table 10 below. 

 
Figure 13: Total Estimated African Elephants Impacted by the Global Gross Wild-Sourced 
Commercial Imports of Elephants and their Parts from Range States, Top Countries (2003-
2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, “gross imports” search completed on 7 November, 2014, using the following terms: 
Loxodonta africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and commercial purpose. Search was conducted separately 
for all African elephant range states as exporters.  
 
Table 10 offers a breakdown of the range countries imports from which represented the highest 
numbers of estimated African elephants impacted by wild-sourced commercial trade. 
 
 
  

                                                           
267 Stiles & Martin, U.S.A.’s Ivory Markets.. 
268 Stiles & Martin, U.S.A.’s Ivory Markets.  
269 In the CITES Trade Database, the user is prompted to select one of the following report types: gross exports, gross 
imports, net exports or net imports. In a gross trade output, the quantities reported by the exporter and importer are 
compared and the larger quantity is presented in the output. This type of output aims to give an estimate of the total 
number of items recorded in international trade (including exports and re-exports). When calculating imports and 
exports of specific countries, net data cannot be calculated because not all the necessary data is available. Only gross 
data is possible for specific countries. CITES Trade Database Guide. 
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Table 10: Global Gross Commercial Imports from South Africa, Namibia, Botswana, and 
Zimbabwe, Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) 

 Global Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Commercial Purpose 
  South Africa Namibia Botswana Zimbabwe 
Global 
Gross 
Number of 
Imports  

Ivory  101,536kg ÷ 6.66kg 
= 15,246 el. 

15,005kg ÷ 6.66kg 
= 2,253 el. 

43,170kg ÷ 6.66kg 
= 6,482 el. 

3,823 ÷ 6.66kg = 
574 el. 

Tusks 16 ÷ 2 = 8 el. 6 ÷ 2 = 3 el. 6,134÷ 2 = 3,067 
el. 

457 ÷ 2 = 229 el. 

Trophies 1,609 el. 1 el. 4 el. 159 el. 

Bodies 0 N/A N/A N/A 

Live 0 N/A N/A 7 

Total 
Elephants 

16,863 el. 2,257 el. 9,553 el. 969 el. 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and commercial purpose. Exporting countries selected included: South 
Africa, Namibia, Botswana, and Zimbabwe.  
 

b. African elephant specimens in trade (commercial purpose) 
 
Global imports: Of total global net imports of African elephant specimens between 2003-2012 for 
all purposes and from all sources (with no measurable units recorded), 185,829 African elephant 
specimens were imported for commercial purpose (66% of the total net imports with no 
measurable unit). 
 
Based on the number of specimens in international trade, as Figure 14 illustrates, both global and 
U.S. net wild-sourced commercial specimen imports (no units) have grown substantially between 
2003 and 2012, with a spike in growth following the 2009 CITES one-off sale of ivory. Although 
the 173 elephants estimated impacted by U.S. wild-sourced commercial imports account for only 
0.6% (173 of the 28,253 elephants estimated impacted by global wild-sourced commercial trade), 
the U.S. is also responsible for a large number of skin imports. However, it is not possible to 
estimate how many elephants are represented by the skin trade based on the CITES Trade 
Database.  
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Figure 14: Global and U.S. Net Commercial Imports of African Elephant Specimens from 
Wild-Sources (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and commercial purpose. Totals were calculated globally and for US. 
 
The top three items in terms of the number of global wild-sourced net commercial imports of 
specimens between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: small leather products (52,092 specimens), 
skins (30,860 specimens), and hair (21,981 specimens). Wild-sourced commercial small leather 
specimen imports reached the lowest points in 2008 at 1,342 specimens, and continued to rise to 
the highest points of 14,251 specimens in 2011, followed by 9,115 in 2012. Wild-sourced 
commercial skin specimen imports steadily increased between 2003 and 2009, then fell to 2,215 
and grew again through 2012. Wild-sourced commercial hair specimen imports ranged between 
zero and nine until 2010 when 6,977 specimens were imported, the number then slightly fell in 
2011 and rose to the highest point of 10,035 specimens in 2012.  
 
U.S. imports: The U.S. imported 80,168 African elephant commercial specimens from all sources 
between 2003 and 2012, which is 43% of the total global net imported commercial specimens 
from all sources (185,798). Of these imports, U.S. imported 78,002 African elephant commercial 
specimens from wild sources, which is 48% of the total global net imported commercial specimens 
from wild sources (161,819).  
 
The top three items in terms of numbers of U.S. net imports of commercial wild-sourced 
specimens between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: small leather products (23,816 specimens), 
ivory carvings (16,196 specimens), and skins (14,371 specimens). Net U.S. imports of wild-
sourced small leather specimens made a substantial jump from 1,819 in 2010 to 12,147 in 2011, 
and then 7,524 specimens in 2012. In terms of ivory carvings, following 2008 there have been zero 
wild-sourced ivory carving imports into the U.S. for commercial purpose. Net imports of wild-
sourced commercial skins into the U.S. have ranged between a low of 352 specimens in 2005 and 
a high of 3,556 specimens in 2008. See Figure 15. 
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Figure 15: U.S. Net Imports of Commercial Leather Specimens, Ivory Carving Specimens, 
and Skins, Wild-Sourced (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and commercial purpose. Filtered for U.S. and for “blank” terms and 
graphs created for the top imported specimens: small leather products, ivory carvings, and skins.    
 

c. Global and U.S. imports of African elephant skins 
 
In addition to ivory, another major category of global imports are African elephant skins, skin 
pieces, unidentified products made of skin leather (small and large), and other leather products 
such as shoes. According to the CITES Trade Database, global net imports included 31,226 skins 
between 2003 and 2012. CITES defines each “skin” as a “substantially whole skin” and this 
equates to 31,226 elephants supplying this number of skins. This impact on elephants of the skin 
trade does not include the additional elephants killed to supply the other skin-type of imports over 
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the decade: 17,949 skin pieces; 53,057 small leather products; 4,822 large leather products; and 77 
shoes. Of this trade, the U.S. net imports included 14,599 skins, so nearly half of the 31,226 global 
imports. If each skin imported is a whole skin, this equates to 14,599 elephants supplying this 
number of skins. Again, this impact on elephants of the skin trade does not include the additional 
elephants killed to supply the other skin-type of imports to the U.S. over the decade: 12,595 skin 
pieces; 24, 894 small leather products; 593 large leather products; and 61 shoes. See Table 9. 
 
The number of African elephant skins imported to the U.S. is increasing. The number of skins 
imported in the first five years of the decade studied totaled 3,985, an average of 797 per year; 
whereas, the number imported in the last five years totaled 10,614, an average of 2,123 per year. 
Therefore, there was a more than two-fold increase in African elephant skin imports to the U.S. 
between 2008 and 2012 as compared to the previous five-year period. See Table 9. 
 
Table 9: Global and U.S. Net Commercial Imports, All Sources: Leather Products, Shoes, 
Skin Pieces, and Skins (2003-2012) 
 

Global Net Commercial Imports (All Sources) 

Term 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 TOTAL ALL 
YEARS 

leather 
products 
(large) 

332 2648 167 530 500 199 17 28 114 287 4822 

leather 
products 
(small) 

10819 4088 3374 1853 1740 1343 2492 3627 14604 9117 53057 

shoes 16 48 1 2 0 26 0 0 0 0 77 
skin 
pieces 1618 546 1322 1654 1421 1775 1390 2018 2484 3721 17949 

skins 1441 2879 2130 3501 2096 4431 5416 2432 3138 3762 31226 

U.S. Net Commercial Imports (All Sources) 

Term 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012  TOTAL ALL 
YEARS 

leather 
products 
(large) 

56 15 4 36 71 44 8 19 107 233 593 

leather 
products 
(small) 

73 1298 95 393 165 153 850 1839 12481 7547 24894 

shoes 16 42 1 2             61 
skin 
pieces 527 419 827 1500 512 434 622 1750 2455 3549 12595 

skins 631 745 352 1406 851 3556 2042 1957 792 2267 14599 
Source: CITES Trade Database, net imports search completed in September 29, 2014, using the following terms: 
Loxodonta africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and commercial purpose. Terms selected included all leather 
products (leather products, skins, skin pieces, skin scraps, sides, and shoes). Filtered for “blank” units. 
 
Similarly, between 2003 and 2007, the average annual square meters of skin products imported is 
452 square meters (calculation: (240+139+612+897+372)/5 = 452m2). However, between 2008 
and 2012 the average annual square meters of skin product imported is 723 square meters 
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(calculation: (742 + 1725 + 555 + 592 + 0)/5 = 723m2). This represents an increase of 
approximately 60%. Therefore net U.S. skin imports in terms of measurable units have also 
increased substantially since 2008. See Table 10. 
 
Table 10:Global and U.S. Gross Commercial Imports, All Sources: Leather Products, Shoes, 
Skin Pieces, and Skins (meters squared) (2003-2012) 

Global Net Commercial Imports (All Sources) 

Term Unit 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
TOTAL 
ALL 
YEARS 

leather 
products 
(large) 

m2 0 0 0 0 0 625 03350 0644 0398 0 5017 

leather 
products 
(small) 

m2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 02280 04576 0 6856 

skin pieces m2 147 0 392 49 0 1435 1231 380 303 15 3953 
skins m2 6200 2075 9012 3270 5158 4666 4062 1001 848 0 36293 

TOTAL M2 m2 6347 2075 9404 3319 5158 6726 8643 4305 6125 15 52119 
U.S. Net Commercial Imports (All Sources) 

Term Unit 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
TOTAL 
ALL 
YEARS 

leather 
products 
(large) 

m2 0 0 0 0 0 0425 0868 0 0 0 1293 

leather 
products 
(small) 

m2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0380 0310 0 690 

skin pieces m2 86 0 157 0 0 047 704 175 282 0 1451 
skins m2 154 139 455 897 372 270 153 0 0 0 2440 

TOTAL M2 m2 240 139 612 897 372 742 1725 555 592 0 5874 
 
Source: CITES Trade Database, net imports search completed in September 29, 2014, using the following terms: 
Loxodonta africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and commercial purpose. Terms selected included all leather 
products (leather products, skins, skin pieces, skin scraps, sides, and shoes). Filtered for measurable units. 
 

Zimbabwe and South Africa are the primary countries of origin of skins and skin products 
imported to the U.S. for commercial purposes (see Tables 11 and 12).  
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Table 11: U.S. Gross270 Commercial Imports from 2003 to 2012 of Wild-Sourced Skin 
Products (no units) 

Country of Export 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
Global 1219 1963 1194 3311 1581 4203 3631 5341 15365 20809 
Zimbabwe 1087 963 727 2506 1251 3598 2864 3459 3058 5457 
South Africa 98 937 461 660 319 574 81 397 165 302 
Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed in January 16, 2015 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and commercial purpose. Terms selected included all leather products 
(skins, skin pieces, skin scraps, sides, and shoes). The United States was selected as the importing country. Search 
conducted separately for “All Countries”, “Zimbabwe”, and “South Africa.” Filtered for “blank” units. 
 
Note that for 2011 and 2012, it appears as though Zimbabwe and South Africa were not the 
primary suppliers of skin products to the United States. However, according to the CITES database 
although other countries served as exporters, Zimbabwe and South Africa were the countries of 
origin for all of the skins. 
 
Table 12: U.S. Gross Commercial Imports, Wild-Sourced Skin Products (meters squared) 
(2003-2012) 

Term Units 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
Global m2 240.3 139.0 612.2 896.8 371.8 740.0 1724.9 554.9 591.6 0 
Zimbabwe m2 61.0 0.0 0.0 130.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 
South Africa m2 179.3 139.0 612.2 766.8 371.8 740.0 1724.9 554.9 591.6 0 
Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed in January 16, 2015 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and commercial purpose. Terms selected included all leather products 
(skins, skin pieces, skin scraps, sides, and shoes). The United States was selected as the importing country. Search 
conducted separately for “All Countries”, “Zimbabwe”, and “South Africa.” Filtered for measurable units, pairs of 
shoes excluded. 
 
According to data obtained from the U.S. Law Enforcement Management Information System 
(LEMIS), the following are some of the major U.S. importers of African elephant skins over the 
last five years: 
 

 Kelly Larson Sales: http://www.kellylarsonsales.com/  
 Mundo Exotico, Inc.: http://www.mundoexotico.com/ 
 African Game Industries:  https://www.africangame.com/ 
 Rod Patrick: http://www.rodpatrickboots.com/ 
 American Western Trading Co.:  [website not found] 
 Tshabezi Safaris: http://www.tshabezi.com/ 
 Farhi International LLC: http://thefarhicollection.com/home.htm 

 
The CITES Trade Database does not provide information on the exact source of the elephant 
product (i.e. natural death, culling, hunts, etc.) nor the year in which the elephant died. Elephant 

                                                           
270 As explained in the methodology section of this analysis, when using the CITES database to determine imports into 
specified countries, only gross imports may be calculated (not net imports) because not all of the data necessary for the 
calculation is available. 
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skins possibly come from elephants that were culled and may be from recent culls or culls that 
occurred years ago and the skins were stockpiled. The USFWS has stated that culling is the 
“corner stone of Zimbabwe elephant management practices.”271 South Africa stopped culling 
elephants in 1995.272 However, before then, the government of South Africa culled hundreds of 
elephants annually in Kruger National Park, and possesses large stockpiles of skins. Any U.S. 
imports of African elephant skin products sourced from South Africa are likely to come from these 
stockpiles. 
 
It is clear that the U.S. is a substantial market for elephant skin and skin products.  
  

2. Hunting Trophy Purpose 
 

a. Estimated elephants in trade (hunting trophy purpose) 
 
Global imports: The original analysis presented in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 
2012 the total of African elephants reflected by the reported global hunting trophy net imports 
from all sources is 15,518. The calculations are detailed below. 
 
In terms of measurable units, net hunting trophy imports of ivory during that ten-year span 
included approximately 20,800 kg (20.8 metric tons), equivalent to at least 3,123 African 
elephants (calculation: 20,800kg ÷ 6.66kg = 3,123 elephants).273 When this number of elephants is 
combined with the number of net trophy imports (7,687) and body imports (14) between the years 
2003-2012, the total number of African elephants imported as hunting trophies in that ten-year 
time span is 10,824 (calculation: 3,123 + 7,687 + 14 = 10,824).  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by all tusks imported for hunting purposes 
from 2003-2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the total number of 
African elephants imported for hunting trophy purposes is 15,518 (calculation: 3,123 + 4,694 + 
7,687 +14 = 15,518). Almost all of net imports of African elephant specimens as hunting trophies 
are from wild-sourced elephants (15,439 elephants of 15,518 or 99.5%). See Table 13. 
 
  

                                                           
271 USFWS, Enhancement Finding for African Elephants Taken as Sport-hunted Trophies in Zimbabwe during 2014 
(Jul. 22, 2014), available at http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-July-2014-elephant-
Zimbabwe.PDF.  
272 K. Lange, Desperate Measure: In Overcrowded Parks, Managers May Have to Resort to Shooting Elephants to 
Save Ecosystems, Nat’l Geographic, http://ngm.nationalgeographic.com/2008/09/elephant-management/lange-text 
(last visited Jan. 17, 2015). 
273 The total weight of net hunting trophy imports of ivory specimens (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) for all 
purposes between 2003 and 2012 is 20,800kg. Using the standard of the average weight of an elephants’ two tusks as 
6.66kg, the number of African elephants’ represented by that total weight is 3,123. 
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Table 13: Global Net Hunting Trophy Imports, All Sources and Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) 

Global Net Hunting Trophy Imports from 2003 to 2012 (all sources) 

All 
Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 
Elephants 

 
35,000 20,800 kg ÷ 

6.66kg (avg. 
weight per tusk) 

= 3,123 
elephants 

9,388 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks 

per elephant) 
= 4,694 elephants 

7,687 trophies 
= 7,687 

elephants 

14 bodies = 
14 elephant 

n/a 15,518 
 

Global Net Hunting Trophy Imports from 2003 to 2012 (wild sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
 

34,806 20,783 kg ÷ 
6.66kg (avg. 

weight per tusk) 
= 3,121 

elephants 

9,350 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks 

per elephant) 
= 4,675 elephants 

7,629 trophies 
= 7,629 

elephants 

14 bodies = 
14 elephant 

n/a 15,439 
 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, and hunting trophy purpose.  
 
As Figure 16 below illustrates following 2008 and the announcement of the CITES one-off sale 
that took place in 2009, there was a steady incline through 2012. The number of global net imports 
of ivory (in kilograms) dramatically increased from 21.5kg in 2008 to 11,868kg in 2012. Prior to 
2008, there are almost no recorded hunting trophy ivory imports.  
 

 
Figure 16: Global Net Imports of Ivory (kg), Hunting Trophy Purpose, All Sources (2003-
2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, and hunting trophy purpose. Filtered for measurable 
units, specifically ivory carvings, pieces, and scraps, as well as tusks (in kilograms). 
 
U.S. imports: The analysis in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 2012 the total of 
African elephants reflected by the reported U.S. hunting trophy net imports from all sources is 
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7,500.  The calculations are detailed below. 
 
The U.S. imported (from all sources) 10,443 kg274 of ivory equivalent to 1,568275 African 
elephants (calculation: 10,443kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 1,568 elephants). When this number of elephants is 
combined with the number of U.S. net trophy imports (3,997) from all sources between the years 
2003-2012, the total number of African elephants imported by U.S. as hunting trophies is 5,568 
(calculation: 1,568 + 3,997 = 5,565).  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by all tusks imported by the U.S. for 
hunting purposes from 2003-2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the 
total number of African elephants imported by the U.S. for hunting trophy purposes is 7,500 
(calculation: 1,568 + 1,935 + 3,997 = 7,500 elephants). Of these imports, almost all of the net U.S. 
imports for hunting trophy purposes were from wild-sourced elephants (7,461 elephants of 7,500 
or 99.5%). See Table 14.  
 
Table 14: U.S. Net Hunting Trophy Imports, All Sources and Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) 

U.S. Net Hunting Trophy Imports from 2003 to 2012 (all sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
 
 

16,408 10,443 kg ÷ 6.66kg 
(avg. weight per 

tusk) 
= 1,568 elephants 

3,869 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 1,935 elephants 

3,997 trophies = 
3,997 elephants 

n/a n/a 
 

7,500 
 

U.S. Net Hunting Trophy Imports from 2003 to 2012 (wild sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
 
 

16,243 10,429 kg ÷ 6.66kg 
(avg. weight per 

tusk) 
= 1,580 elephants 

3,850 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 1,925 elephants 

3,956 trophies = 
3,956 elephants 

n/a n/a 
 

7,461 
 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, and hunting trophy purpose. Filtered for US. 
 
As Figure 17 illustrates, U.S. net imports of hunting trophy ivory (in kilograms) from all sources 
were zero prior between 2003 and 2008. However, starting in 2009 when CITES permitted a one-
off sale of ivory to China and Japan, there has been a steady incline of hunting trophy ivory 
imports. The U.S. net imports of hunting trophy ivory (in kilograms) from all sources went from 
zero kg in 2008 to 6,015kg in 2012. These U.S. imports in 2012 represent almost half of the global 
net imports of hunting trophy ivory in 2012 (11,868kg).  

                                                           
274 Calculated by adding up the U.S. net import weight (in kilograms) of ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and 
tusks imported for hunting trophy purposes from all sources between 2003 and 2012. 
275 The total weight of ivory specimens (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) imported by the U.S. as hunting trophies 
between 2003 and 2012 is equal to 10,443 kg. Using the standard of the average weight of an elephants’ two tusks as 
6.66kg, the number of African elephants’ represented by that total weight is 1,582.  
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Figure 17: U.S. Net Imports of Ivory (kg), Hunting Trophy Purpose, All Sources (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Filtered for U.S. and measurable units, 
specifically ivory carvings, pieces, and scraps, as well as tusks (in kilograms). 
 
Hunting trophy imports from range states: The top global gross hunting trophy imports between 
2003 and 2012 were from the following African elephant range countries: Zimbabwe (7,238 
estimated elephants), Botswana (3,284 estimated elephants), South Africa (1,892 estimated 
elephants), Namibia (876 estimated elephants), Mozambique (712 estimated elephants), Cameroon 
(612 estimated elephants), Tanzania (889 estimated elephants), and Zambia (129 estimated 
elephants). See Table 15 and Figure 18. 
 
Table 15: Global Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Hunting Trophy 
Purpose (2003-2012) 

Global Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Hunting Trophy Purpose (2003-2012) 
  Zimbabwe Botswana South 

Africa 
Tanzania Namibia Mozambique Cameroon Zambia 

Global 
Gross 
Number 
of 
Imports  

Ivory 20,246kg ÷ 
6.66 = 

3,040 el. 

200kg ÷ 
6.66 = 30 

el. 

93kg ÷ 
6.66 = 
14 el. 

N/A N/A 206kg ÷ 6.66 
= 31 el. 

33kg ÷ 
6.66 =5 el. 

N/A 

Tusks 3,168 ÷ 2 = 
1,584 el. 

2,489 ÷ 2 
= 1,245 el. 

1816 ÷ 
2 = 

908 el. 

973÷ 2 = 
487 

778 ÷ 2 
= 389 el. 

662 ÷ 2 = 331 
el. 

340 ÷ 2 = 
170 el. 

182 ÷ 2 
= 91 el. 

Trophies 2,614 el. 2002 el. 966 el. 888 el. 487 el. 350 el. 435 el. 38 el. 
Bodies N/A 7 4 el. 1 N/A N/A 2 el. N/A 
Live N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Total 
Elephants 

7,238 el. 3,284 el. 1,892 
el. 

1,376 el. 876 el. 712 el. 612 el. 129 el. 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed in January 16, 2015 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Exporting countries selected included: 
Zimbabwe, Botswana, South Africa, Tanzania, Namibia, Mozambique, Cameroon, and Zambia. 
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Figure 18: Total Estimate African Elephants Impacted by the Gross Wild-Sourced Hunting 
Trophy Imports of Elephants and their Parts from Range States, Top Countries (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, “gross imports” search completed on 7 November, 2014, using the following 
terms: Loxodonta africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Search was 
conducted separately for all African elephant range states as exporters. 
 
In terms of the role the U.S. has in gross hunting trophy imports from African elephant range 
states, the highest number of elephants imported between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: 
Zimbabwe (3,711 estimated elephants), Botswana (1,487 estimated elephants), South Africa 
(1,286 estimated elephants), Tanzania (337 estimated elephants), Namibia (316 estimated 
elephants), among others. See Table 16 and Figure 19. 
 
Table 16: U.S. Gross Imports of Elephant Parts for Hunting Trophy Purpose, Wild-Sourced 
(2003-2012) 

U.S. Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Hunting Trophy Purpose (2003-2012) 
  Zimbabwe Botswana South 

Africa 
Tanzania Namibia 

U.S. Gross 
Number of 
Imports  

Ivory 10,403kg ÷ 6.66 
= 1,562 el. 

N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Tusks 1,211 ÷ 2 = 606 
el. 

 1,003 ÷ 2 = 502 
el. 

853 ÷ 2 = 
427 el. 

N/A 266 ÷ 2 = 133 el. 

Trophies 1,543 el. 985 el. 859 el. 337 el. 183 el. 
Bodies N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Live N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Total 
Elephants 

3,711 el. 1,487 el. 1,286 el. 337 el. 316 el. 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed in January 16, 2015 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Exporting countries selected included: 
Zimbabwe, Botswana, South Africa, Tanzania, and Namibia. Filtered for U.S. as importer. 
 



71  

 
Figure 19: Total Estimated African Elephants Impacted by Gross U.S. Wild-Sourced 
Hunting Trophy Imports of Elephants and their Parts from Range States between 2003 and 
2012, Top Countries 

Source: CITES Trade Database, “gross imports” search completed on 7 November, 2014, using the following terms: 
Loxodonta africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Search was conducted 
separately for all African elephant range states as exporters. Results filtered for gross imports into U.S.   
 

b. African elephant specimens in trade (hunting trophy purpose) 
 
Global imports: Of total global net imports traded between 2003-2012 for all purposes (with no 
measurable units recorded), 35,000 African elephant specimens were imported for hunting trophy 
purposes (12% of 281,428 global net specimen imports with no measurable unit). 
 
As Figure 20 illustrates, global net hunting trophy imports of specimens from all sources (no 
measurable unit recorded) have grown substantially between 2003 and 2012 and the U.S. net 
hunting trophy imports have steadily increased over the same time period. Global hunting trophy 
imports of specimens from all sources have steadily increased since 2009, reaching a high of 6,974 
specimen imports in 2012 (compared to the lowest number of hunting trophy specimen imports in 
2004 of 1,895).  
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Figure 20: Global and U.S. Net Hunting Trophy Imports of African Elephant Specimens, All 
Sources (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Totals were calculated globally and just for 
US. 
 
The top three items in terms of numbers of global hunting trophy imports of specimens from all 
sources between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: tusks (9,387 specimens), trophies (7,687 
specimens), and skin pieces (3,831 specimens). Global hunting trophy imports of tusks from all 
sources have been in decline since the highest point of 1,376 imports in 2006 and have remained in 
the eight hundred import range between 2010 and 2012. Global imports of hunting trophies from 
all sources have ranged between the lowest number in 2003 (612) and the highest in 2009 (1,145); 
there has been a general decline since 2009 in the number of global imports. Finally, global 
imports of hunting trophy skin pieces reached their lowest point with 46 specimens imported from 
all sources in 2007, but have been steadily increasing with the highest imports of 982 recorded in 
2012. See Figure 21. 
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Figure 21: Global Net Imports of Hunting Trophy Tusks, Trophies, and Skin Pieces, All 
Sources (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Filtered for “blank” terms and graphs 
created for the top imported global specimens: tusks, trophies, and skin pieces.  
 
U.S. imports: Of the 35,000 specimens imported globally between 2003 and 2012 from all sources 
for hunting trophy purposes, the U.S. imported 16,408 specimens, which is 47% of the total. As 
Figure 13 illustrates, U.S. net imports of hunting trophy specimens from all sources have increased 
steadily over the decade analyzed for this Petition. U.S. net imports of hunting trophy specimens 
from wild sources closely follow this same trend because almost all of the imports were wild-
sourced. See Figure 22.  
 

 
Figure 22: U.S. Net Hunting Trophy Imports of Specimens, Wild-Sourced (no units) (2003-
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2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and hunting trophy purpose. Filtered for U.S. and “blank” terms  
 

The top three items in terms of numbers of U.S. net imports of wild-sourced hunting trophy 
specimens between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: tusks (3,406 specimens, trophies (3,364 
specimens, and skin pieces (1,706 specimens). U.S. imports of hunting trophy tusks between 2003 
and 2012 reached a high in 2006 with 473 specimens imported. That number dropped to 207 
specimens in 2009 but has been steadily increasing up to 373 specimens in 2012. U.S. net imports 
of wild-sourced hunting trophies reached the lowest point of the decade studied in 2007 with 226 
imports and the highest point in 2009 with 416 imports. U.S. net imports of wild-sourced hunting 
trophy skin pieces have been generally on an upward trend between 2003 and 2010, ranging 
between 19 imports in 2007 and 386 imports in 2012. See Figure 23 
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Figure 23: U.S. Net Imports of Hunting Trophy Tusks, Trophies, and Skin Pieces (Wild-
Sourced) (No Units) (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and hunting trophy purpose. Filtered for U.S. and “blank” terms and 
graphs created for the top imported specimens: tusks, trophies, and skin pieces.  

 
3. Personal Purpose 

 
c. Estimated elephants in trade (personal purpose) 

 

Global imports: The original analysis presented in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 
2012 the total number of African elephants reflected by the reported global net personal imports 
from all sources is 3,105. The number of African elephants reflected by the reported global net 
personal imports from wild sources is 2,652. 
 
In terms of measurable units, net personal purpose imports of ivory during that year span included 
approximately 9,257 kg (9.2 metric tons), equivalent to at least 1,390 African elephants 
(calculation: 9,257 ÷ 6.66 = 1,390 elephants).276 When this number of elephants is combined with 
the number of net personal purpose trophy imports (846), body imports (11), and live imports (11) 
between the years 2003-2012; the total number of African elephants imported for personal 
purposes in that time span is 2,258 (calculation: 1,390 + 846 + 11 + 11 = 2,258 elephants).  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by net imports of tusks for personal 
purposes from 2003-2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the total 
number of African elephants imported is 3,105 (calculation: 1,390 + 847 + 846 + 11 + 11 = 3,105 
elephants). Almost all of the net imports of African elephant specimens for personal purposes were 
from wild sourced elephants (2,652 elephants of 3,105 or 85%). See Table 17.  
 
  

                                                           
276 The total weight of net personal imports of ivory specimen (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) for all purposes 
between 2003 and 2012 is 9,257kg. Using the standard of the average weight of two tusks of one elephants’ as 6.66kg, 
the number of African elephants’ represented by that total weight is 1,390. 
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Table 17: Global Net Personal Imports from 2003 to 2012 (all sources and wild sources) 

Global Net Personal Imports from 2003 to 2012 (all sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
 
 

49,390 9,257 kg ÷ 
6.66kg (avg. 

weight per tusk) 
 

= 1,390 
elephants 

1,693 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 847 elephants 

846 trophies 
= 846 

elephants 

11 bodies = 
11 elephants 

11 live = 11 
elephants 

 

3,105 
 

Global Net Personal Imports from 2003 to 2012 (wild sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
 
 

28,048 7,826 kg ÷ 
6.66kg (avg. 

weight per tusk) 
= 1,175 

elephants 

1,254 (no unit) ÷ 2 
(number of tusks per 

elephant) 
= 627 elephants 

840 trophies 
= 840 

elephants 

9 bodies = 9 
elephants 

1 live = 1 
elephant 

 

2,652 
 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, and personal purpose.  
 
Global imports of ivory (in kilograms) for personal purposes from all sources have spiked to their 
highest points in 2011 (3,433kg) and 2012 (3,367kg). This is a significant increase compared to 
31kg of ivory imported for personal purpose in 2006. However, when one reviews wild-sourced 
personal purpose ivory (kg) imports between 2003 and 2012, the ivory imported globally for 
personal purposes was only 160kg in 2011 and 249 in 2012. See Figure 24. 

 
Figure 24: Global Net Imports of Ivory (kg) for Personal Purpose, All Sources and Wild 
Sources (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, and personal purpose. Filtered for measurable units, 
specifically ivory carvings, pieces, and scraps, as well as tusks (in kilograms). 
 
U.S. imports: The analysis presented in this Petition estimates that between 2003 and 2012 the 
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total of African elephants reflected by the reported U.S. net personal imports from all sources is 
228. The number of African elephants reflected by the reported U.S. net personal imports from 
wild sources is 69. 
 
The U.S. imported 18 kg277 of all-source ivory equivalent to 3278 African elephants (calculation: 18 
÷ 6.66 = 3 elephants). When this number of elephants is combined with the number of U.S. net 
personal purpose trophy imports (116), body imports (1), and live imports (n/a) from all sources 
between the years 2003-2012, the total number of African elephants imported by U.S. for personal 
purposes is 120 (calculation: 3 + 116 + 1 = 120).  
 
If combined with the number of elephants represented by net U.S. imports of tusks for personal 
purposes from 2003-2012 without an indicated measurable unit such as kilograms, the total 
number of African elephants imported by the U.S. is 228 (calculation: 3 + 108 + 116 + 1 = 228 
elephants). Of this total, 30% of the net U.S. imports were from wild-sourced elephants (69 of 228 
elephants). See Table 18.  
 
Table 18: U.S. Net Personal Imports, All Sources and Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) 

U.S. Net Personal Imports from 2003 to 2012 (all sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
 
 

22,164 18 kg ÷ 6.66kg 
(avg. weight per 

tusk) 
= 3 elephants 

215 ÷ 2 (number of 
tusks per elephant)= 

108 

116 trophies = 
116 elephants 

1 bodies = 1 
elephant 

n/a 
 

228 
 

U.S. Net Personal Imports from 2003 to 2012 (wild sources) 
All 

Specimens 
Ivory kg Tusk Specimens Trophies Bodies Live Total 

Elephants 
 
 

11,659 3 kg ÷ 6.66kg (avg. 
weight per tusk) 
= n/a elephants 

138 ÷ 2 (number of 
tusks per elephant) = 

69 

n/a n/a n/a 
 

69 
 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, and personal purpose.  
 
U.S. net personal imports of ivory (in kilograms) from all sources was minimal between 2003 and 
2010, ranging between 0.05kg and 1.4kg. However, the imports increased to their highest recorded 
point in 2012, at 12.36kg. Wild-sourced personal imports of ivory have remained lower, with the 
highest imports in 2012 at 2.36kg. See Figure 25. 
 

                                                           
277 Calculated by adding the U.S. net import weight (in kilograms) of ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and 
tusks imported for commercial purposes from all sources between 2003 and 2012. 
278 The total weight of ivory specimens (carvings, pieces, scraps, and tusks) imported by U.S. for personal purposes 
between 2003 and 2012 is equal to 18 kg. Using the standard of the average weight of an elephants’ two tusks as 
6.66kg the number of African elephants’ represented by that total weight is 3.  
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Figure 25: U.S. Net Personal Purpose Imports of Ivory (kg), All Sources and Wild-Sourced 
(2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources and wild-sourced, and personal purpose. Filtered for U.S. and 
measurable units, specifically ivory carvings, pieces, and scraps, as well as tusks (in kilograms). 

 
Personal purpose imports from range states: The top global gross personal purpose imports 
between 2003 and 2012 were from the following African elephant range countries: Zimbabwe 
(5,810 estimated elephants), South Africa (518 estimated elephants), Tanzania (231 estimated 
elephants), Cameroon (127 estimated elephants), Botswana (93 estimated elephants), Mozambique 
(60 estimated elephants), Namibia (53 estimated elephants), and Gabon (50 estimated elephants), 
among others. See Tables 19 and 20; Figure 26. 
 
Table 19: Global Gross Personal Imports of African Elephant Parts, Wild-Sourced (2003-
2012) 

Global Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Personal Purpose (2003-2012) 
  Zimbabwe South Africa Tanzania Cameroon 
Global Gross 
Number of Imports  

Ivory 6,720kg ÷ 6.66kg = 
1,009 el. 

N/A N/A N/A 

Tusks 9,273 ÷ 2 (tusks per 
elephant) = 4,637 el. 

478 ÷ 2 (tusks per 
elephant) = 239 el. 

18 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
9 

16 ÷ 2 (tusks per 
elephant) = 8 el. 

Trophies 164 el. 80 el. 222 el. 119 el. 
Bodies N/A 8 el. N/A N/A 
Live N/A 0 N/A N/A 
Total Elephants 5,810 el. 327 el. 231 el. 127 el. 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed in January 16, 2015 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and personal purpose. Exporting countries selected included: 
Zimbabwe, South Africa, Tanzania, and Cameroon. 
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Table 20: Global Gross Personal Imports of African Elephant Parts, Wild-Sourced (2003-
2012) 

Global Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Personal Purpose (2003-2012) 
  Botswana Mozambique Namibia Gabon 
Global Gross 
Number of Imports  

Ivory N/A N/A N/A 5kg ÷ 6.66kg =1 
el. 

Tusks 52÷ 2 (tusks per 
elephant) = 26 el. 

N/A 32 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 

= 16 el. 

95 ÷ 2 (tusks per 
elephant) = 48 el. 

Trophies 66 el. 60 el. 37 el. 1 el. 
Bodies 1 el. N/A N/A N/A 
Live N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Total Elephants 93 el. 60 el. 53 el. 50 el. 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed in January 16, 2015 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Exporting countries selected included: 
Botswana, Mozambique, Namibia, and Gabon. Filtered for U.S. as importer. 

 

 
Figure 26: Total Estimated African Elephants Impacted by the Global Gross Wild-Sourced 
Personal Purpose Imports of Elephants and their Parts from Range States between 2003 and 
2012, Top Countries 

Source: CITES Trade Database, “gross imports” search completed on 7 November, 2014, using the following terms: 
Loxodonta africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and personal purpose. Search was conducted separately for 
all African elephant range states as exporters.  
 
In terms of the role the U.S. has in gross personal purpose imports from African elephant range 
states, the highest number of elephants imported between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: South 
Africa (85 estimated elephants), Zimbabwe (65 estimated elephants), Botswana (13 estimated 
elephants), Namibia (11 estimated elephants), Cameroon (2 estimated elephants), among others. 
See Table 21. 
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Table 21: U.S. Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Personal Purpose (2003-
2012) 

U.S. Gross Imports of Wild-Sourced Elephant Parts for Personal Purpose (2003-2012) 
  South Africa Zimbabwe Botswana Namibia Cameroon 

U.S. Gross 
Number of 
Imports  

Ivory N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Tusks 83 ÷ 2 (tusks per 

elephant) = 42 el. 
41 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant)  

= 21 el. 

2 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant)  

= 1 el. 

2 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant)  

= 1 el. 

2 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant)  

= 1 el. 
Trophies 43 el. 44 el. 12 el. 10 el. N/A 
Bodies N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Live N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Total Elephants 85 el. 65 el. 13 el. 11 el. 2 el. 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed in January 16, 2015 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild sources, and hunting trophy purpose. Exporting countries selected included: 
South Africa, Zimbabwe, Botswana, Namibia, and Cameroon. Filtered for U.S. as importer. 

 
a. African elephant specimens in trade (personal purpose) 

 
Global imports: Of total global net imports traded between 2003 and 2012 for all purposes (with 
no measurable units recorded), 49,390 African elephant specimens were imported from all sources 
and for personal purpose (18% of the total specimens imported for all purposes and from all 
sources). In terms of global net personal imports from wild sources, 28,048 specimens were 
imported between 2003 and 2012. 
 
As Figure 27 illustrates, global net personal imports from all sources (no measurable unit 
recorded) have grown steadily between 2003 and 2012 (except for a large spike in 2005). U.S. 
personal imports have not shown a similar increase with respect to non-measurable units. Global 
personal imports experienced a spike in growth following the 2008/2009 CITES one-off sale of 
ivory.  
 

 
Figure 27: Global and U.S. Net Personal Imports of African Elephant Specimens, All 
Sources (No Units) (2003-2012) 



81  

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, all sources, and personal purpose. Totals were calculated globally and for US. 
 
U.S. imports: Of this trade U.S. imported 22,164 African elephant specimens between 2003 and 
2012 for personal purpose (without a measurable unit recorded) which is 45% of the total global 
net imported personal specimens. It also imported 11,659 wild-sourced African elephant 
specimens between 2003 and 2012.  
 
The top three items in terms of numbers of U.S. net personal imports of wild-sourced specimens 
between 2003 and 2012 are as follows: ivory carvings (4,737 specimens), small leather products 
(1,208 specimens), and feet (935 specimens). U.S. net personal imports of wild-sourced ivory 
carvings have declined since 2007 from the highest point of 930 specimens imported to 275 
imports in 2012. U.S. net personal imports of wild-sourced small leather products have generally 
increased, with the highest imports of 378 specimens in 2010. Finally, U.S. net personal imports of 
wild-sourced feet specimens were minimal between 2003 and 2008 (ranging between zero and 12) 
and reached a high of 254 specimens in 2010. See Figure 28. 
 

 
 

 



82  

 
Figure 28: U.S. Net Personal Imports of Ivory Carvings, Small Leather Products, and Feet 
Specimens, Wild-Sourced (2003-2012) 

Source: CITES Trade Database, search completed on September 29th, 2014 using the following terms: Loxodonta 
africana, year range 2003-2012, wild-sourced, and personal purpose. Filtered for U.S. and “blank” terms and graphs 
created for the top imported specimens: ivory carvings, small leather products, and feet specimens.  
 

b. International Legal Trade in African Elephants and their Parts by Source Country 
 

There are thirty-seven African elephant range States.279 According to the CITES Trade 
Database, imports of African elephants and their parts have been reported from eighteen 
African elephant range states between 2003 and 2012 and they include: Botswana, Burkina 
Faso, Cameroon, Côte d’Ivoire, Democratic Republic of Congo, Gabon, Ghana, Kenya, 
Mozambique, Senegal, South Africa, South Sudan, Swaziland, Tanzania, Zambia, and 
Zimbabwe. The top five sources of imports, according to totals of imports for commercial, 
hunting trophy, and personal purpose are South Africa, Botswana, Zimbabwe, Namibia, and 
Tanzania. Note that the populations of South Africa, Botswana, Zimbabwe and Namibia are the 
only populations on Appendix II of CITES. Whereas the populations of all other range states 
are on Appendix I. 
 
Table 22: Thirty-Seven Recognized African Elephant Range States 

Angola, Benin, Botswana, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, 
Republic of Congo, Democratic, Republic of the Congo, Côte d'Ivoire, Equatorial Guinea, 
Eritrea, Ethiopia, Gabon, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea Bissau, Kenya, Liberia, Malawi, Mali, 
Mozambique, Namibia, Niger, le Nigeria, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, South 
Africa, Sudan, Swaziland, United Republic of Tanzania, Togo, Uganda, Zambia and 
Zimbabwe 

 
Below are detailed summaries on the 11 range states from which the U.S. imported wild-
sourced African elephants and their parts for all purposes between 2003 and 2012, which 
demonstrate that the U.S. must list this species as Endangered in order to ensure that such 
                                                           
279 CITES, African Elephant Action Plan, CITES COP15 INF. 68 (2010) available at 
http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/e15i_68.pdf (last visited Nov. 5, 2014).  
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imports only occur for purposes that promote the conservation of the species. The countries are 
listed from greatest number of estimated African elephants impacted by the U.S. imports to 
smallest: Zimbabwe, Botswana, South Africa, Namibia, Tanzania, Zambia, Cameroon, Ghana, 
Gabon, Mozambique, and Kenya. Data for other range states that exported African elephants 
and their parts between 2003 and 2012, but from which the U.S. did not import specimens, can 
be found throughout the Appendix of this petition.  
 

i. Zimbabwe 
 
African elephants of Zimbabwe have been listed on Appendix II of CITES since 1997. Tables 23 
and 24 summarize that 969 African elephants were impacted by global commercial imports from 
Zimbabwe between 2003 and 2012. 7,238 African elephants were impacted by global hunting trophy 
imports from Zimbabwe between 2003 and 2012. 1,416 African elephants were impacted by global 
personal imports from Zimbabwe between 2003 and 2012. Between 2003 and 2012, U.S. imports of 
hunting trophies were the largest category 3,729 estimated elephants.  
 
Table 23: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Zimbabwe between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

 ZIMBABWE 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants 

for Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants 
for Personal Purpose 

 Term #  
Eleph 

Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 

Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Zimbabwe 

Ivory  3,821kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 574 

Ivory  20,249kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 3,040 

Ivory 6,718kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 

1,009 
Tusks 457 ÷ 2 (tusks 

per elephant) 
= 229 

Tusks 3,168 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
1,584 

Tusks 485 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 

= 243 

Trophies 159 Trophies  2,614 Trophies 164 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live 7 Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

969 Total 
Elephants 

7,238 Total 
Elephants 

1,416 

 
Table 24: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Zimbabwe between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

ZIMBABWE 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  10,404kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 

1,562 

Ivory  N/A 
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Zimbabwe Tusks  175 ÷ 2 
(tusks) = 88 

Tusks  1,247 ÷ 2 
(tusks) = 

624 

Tusks  42 ÷ 2 
(tusks) = 21 

Trophies 21 Trophies  1,543 Trophies 44 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live 7 Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

116 Total 
Elephants 

3,729 Total 
Elephants 

65 

 
 

ii. Botswana 
 
The African elephants of Botswana have been listed on Appendix II of CITES since 1997. 
Botswana also currently bans hunting of certain species, including elephants.280 Tables 25 and 26 
summarizes that 9,553 African elephants were impacted by global commercial imports from Botswana 
between 2003 and 2012. 3,284 African elephants were impacted by global hunting trophy imports from 
Botswana between 2003 and 2012. 93 African elephants were impacted by global personal imports 
from Botswana between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports of hunting trophies made up the 
majority of US imports (1,487 estimated elephants). 
 
Table 25: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Botswana between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

BOTSWANA 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants 

for Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term #  
Eleph 

Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 

Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Botswana 

Ivory  43,171 kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 

6,482 

Ivory  198kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 30 

Ivory N/A 

Tusks 6,134 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
3,067  

Tusks 2,490 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
1,245 

Tusks 52 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
26 

Trophies 4 Trophies  2002 Trophies 66 

Bodies N/A Bodies 7 Bodies 1 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

9,553 Total 
Elephants 

3,284 Total Elephants 93 

 

                                                           
280 Botswana hunting ban takes effect, All Africa (23 Jan 2014), available at 
http://allafrica.com/stories/201401240031.html (last visited Nov. 26, 2014). 
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Table 26: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Botswana between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

BOTSWANA 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Botswana 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A 
Tusks  N/A Tusks  1003 ÷ 2 

(tusks per 
elephant) = 

502 

Tusks  51 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
26 

Trophies 3 Trophies  985 Trophies 12 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

3 Total 
Elephants 

1,487 Total 
Elephants 

92 

 
 

iii. South Africa 
 

The African elephants of South Africa have been listed on Appendix II of CITES since 2000. 
Tables 27 and 28 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from South 
Africa between 2003 and into the U.S. 15,255 African elephants were impacted by global commercial 
imports from South Africa between 2003 and 2012. 1,892 African elephants were impacted by global 
hunting trophy imports from South Africa between 2003 and 2012. 327 African elephants were 
impacted by global personal imports from South Africa between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. 
imports of hunting trophies made up the majority of these imports (1,286 elephants).  
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Table 27: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from South Africa between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

SOUTH AFRICA 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term #  
Eleph 

Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 

Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
South Africa 

Ivory  101,537 kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 
15,246 

Ivory  90 kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 14 

Ivory N/A 

Tusks 12 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) = 

6 

Tusks 1,816 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
908 

Tusks 478 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
239 

Trophies 3 Trophies  966 Trophies 80 

Bodies 0 Bodies 4 Bodies 8 

Live 0 Live 0 Live 0 

Total 
Elephants 

15,255 Total 
Elephants 

1,892 Total Elephants 327 

 
Table 28: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
South Africa between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

SOUTH AFRICA 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
South Africa 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A 
Tusks  4 ÷ 2 (tusks 

per 
elephant) = 

2 

Tusks  853 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
474 

Tusks  82 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
46 

Trophies 3 Trophies  859 Trophies 43 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

5 Total 
Elephants 

1,286 Total 
Elephants 

84 

 
 

iv. Namibia 
 
The African elephants of Namibia have been listed on Appendix II of CITES since 1997. Tables 29 
and 30 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from Namibia between 
2003 and into the U.S. 2,257 African elephants were impacted by global commercial imports from 
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Namibia between 2003 and 2012. 876 African elephants were impacted by global hunting trophy 
imports from Namibia between 2003 and 2012. 53 African elephants were impacted by global personal 
imports from Namibia between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports of  hunting trophies 
made up nearly all of these imports (316 elephants). 
 
Table 29: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Namibia between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

NAMIBIA 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants 
for Hunting Trophy 

Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term #  
Eleph 

Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 

Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Namibia 

Ivory  15,008 kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 

2,253 

Ivory  N/A Ivory N/A 

Tusks 6 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 

= 3 

Tusks 777 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
389 

Tusks 32 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 

elephant) = 
16 

Trophies 1  Trophies  487 Trophies 37  

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

2,257 Total 
Elephants 

876 Total Elephants 53 

 
Table 30: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Namibia between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

NAMIBIA 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph Term # Eleph Term # Eleph 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Namibia 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A 
Tusks  N/A Tusks  266 ÷ 2 

(tusks per 
elephant) = 

133 

Tusks  2 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per 

elephant) = 
1 

Trophies N/A Trophies  183 Trophies 10 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

316 Total 
Elephants 

11 

 
v. Tanzania 



88  

 
The African elephants of Tanzania have been listed on Appendix I of CITES since 1990. Tables 31 
and 32 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from Tanzania between 
2003 and into the U.S. 1 African elephant was impacted by global commercial imports from Tanzania 
between 2003 and 2012. 1,376 African elephants were impacted by global hunting trophy imports from 
Tanzania between 2003 and 2012. 231 African elephants were impacted by global personal imports 
from Tanzania between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports of hunting trophies accounted 
for all of these imports.  
 
Table 31: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Tanzania between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

TANZANIA 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Tanzania 

Ivory N/A Ivory N/A Ivory N/A 
Tusks N/A Tusks 973÷ 2 

(tusks per 
elephant) = 
487 

Tusks 18 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 
= 9 

Trophies 1 Trophies  888  Trophies 222 

Bodies N/A Bodies 1 Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

1 Total 
Elephants 

1,376 Total 
Elephants 

231 

 
Table 32: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Tanzania between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

TANZANIA 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Tanzania 

Ivory N/A Ivory N/A Ivory N/A 
Tusks N/A Tusks N/A Tusks N/A 

Trophies N/A Trophies  337 Trophies N/A 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

337 Total 
Elephants 

N/A 

 
vi. Zambia 

 
The African elephants of Zambia have been listed on Appendix I of CITES since 1990. Zambia 
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also currently has an active ban on the hunting of certain species, including elephants.281 Tables 33 
and 34 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from Zambia between 
2003 and into the U.S. There were no African elephants impacted by global commercial imports from 
Zambia between 2003 and 2012. 129 African elephants were impacted by global hunting trophy 
imports from Zambia between 2003 and 2012. 16 African elephants were impacted by global personal 
imports from Zambia between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports of hunting trophies made 
up all of these imports.  
 
Table 33: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Zambia between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

ZAMBIA 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Zambia 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A 
Tusks  N/A Tusks  181 ÷ 2 

(tusks per 
elephant) = 
91 

Tusks  7 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 
= 4 

Trophies N/A Trophies   38 Trophies 12  

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

129 Total 
Elephants 

16 

 
Table 34: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Zambia between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

ZAMBIA 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Zambia 

Ivory N/A Ivory N/A Ivory N/A 
Tusks ÷ 2 (tusks 

per elephant) 
= 10 

Tusks 18 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 
= 9 

Tusks N/A 

Trophies N/A Trophies  11 Trophies N/A 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

20 Total 
Elephants 

N/A 

                                                           
281 J. Kunda. Zambia: Hunting Ban On Elephants Still On, All Africa (4 Sep 2014), available at 
http://allafrica.com/stories/201409050096.html (last visited Nov. 26, 2014). 
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vii. Cameroon 

 
The African elephants of Cameroon have been listed on Appendix I of CITES since 1990. Tables 35 
and 36 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from Cameroon between 
2003 and into the U.S. Only two African elephants were impacted by global commercial imports from 
Cameroon between 2003 and 2012. 612 African elephants were impacted by global hunting trophy 
imports from Cameroon between 2003 and 2012. 137 African elephants were impacted by global 
personal imports from Cameroon between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports of hunting 
trophies amounted to 1 estimated elephant, and imports for personal purpose also amounted to 1 
elephant. 
 
Table 35: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Cameroon between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

CAMEROON 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Cameroon 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  36kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 5 

Ivory  N/A 

Tusks  2 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 
= 1 

Tusks  340 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 
elephant) = 
170 

Tusks  16 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 
= 8 

Trophies 1 Trophies  435 Trophies 119 

Bodies N/A Bodies 2 Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

2 Total 
Elephants 

612 Total 
Elephants 

137 

 
Table 36: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Cameroon between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

CAMEROON 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Cameroon 

Ivory N/A Ivory N/A Ivory N/A 
Tusks N/A Tusks N/A Tusks 2 ÷ 2 (tusks 

per elephant) 
= 1 

Trophies N/A Trophies  1 Trophies N/A 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 
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Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

1 Total 
Elephants 

1 

 
viii. Ghana 

 
The African elephants of Ghana have been listed on Appendix II of CITES since 1997. Tables 37 
and 38 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from Ghana between 
2003 and into the U.S. No African elephants were impacted by global commercial or hunting trophy 
imports from Ghana between 2003 and 2012. The total previous cited, African elephant parts that 
represent 6 elephants, were all imported for personal purposes from Ghana between 2003 and 2012.  
Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports for personal purpose imports accounted for all imports.  
 
Table 37: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Ghana between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

GHANA 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Ghana 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A 
Tusks   Tusks  N/A Tusks  11 ÷ 2 (tusks 

per elephant) 
= 6 

Trophies N/A Trophies  N/A Trophies N/A 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

6 

 
Table 38: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Ghana between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

GHANA 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Ghana 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A 
Tusks  N/A Tusks  N/A Tusks  1 ÷ 2 (tusks 

per elephant) 
= .5 

Trophies N/A Trophies  N/A Trophies N/A 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

.5 
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ix. Gabon 

 
The African elephants of Gabon have been listed on Appendix II of CITES since 1997. Tables 39 
and 40 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from Gabon between 
2003 and into the U.S. No African elephants were impacted by global commercial or hunting trophy 
imports from Gabon between 2003 and 2012. All 50 estimated elephants were imported for personal 
purposes from Gabon between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports for personal purpose 
imports accounted for all imports.  
 
Table 39: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Gabon between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

GABON 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Gabon 

Ivory  N/A Ivory  N/A Ivory  (5.04 kg ÷ 
6.66kg = 1 

Tusks  N/A Tusks  N/A Tusks  96 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 
= 48 

Trophies N/A Trophies  2 Trophies 1 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

2 Total 
Elephants 

50 

 
Table 40: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Gabon between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

GABON 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Gabon 

Ivory N/A Ivory N/A Ivory N/A 
Tusks N/A Tusks N/A Tusks 2 ÷ 2 (tusks 

per elephant) 
1 

Trophies N/A Trophies  N/A Trophies N/A 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

1 
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x. Mozambique 
 
The African elephants of Mozambique have been listed on Appendix I of CITES since 1990. Tables 
41 and 42 summarize gross imports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens from Mozambique 
between 2003 and into the U.S. Only two African elephants were impacted by global commercial 
imports from Mozambique between 2003 and 2012. 713 African elephants were impacted by global 
hunting trophy imports from Mozambique between 2003 and 2012. 60 African elephants were impacted 
by global personal imports from Mozambique between 2003 and 2012. Gross 2003-2012 U.S. imports 
for hunting trophy purpose amounted to 1 estimated elephant. 
 
Table 41: Gross Number of Global Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens 
from Mozambique between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

MOZAMBIQUE 2003-2012: GLOBAL IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants 
for Hunting Trophy 

Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
Global Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Mozambique 

Ivory N/A Ivory 208 ÷ 
6.66kg = 31 

Ivory N/A 

Tusks 3 ÷ 2 (tusks 
per elephant) 
= 2 

Tusks 663 ÷ 2 
(tusks per 
elephant) = 
332 

Tusks N/A 

Trophies N/A Trophies  350 Trophies 60  

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

2 Total 
Elephants 

713 Total 
Elephants 

60 

 
Table 42: Gross Number of U.S. Imports of Wild-Sourced African Elephant Specimens from 
Mozambique between 2003-2012, Adjusted for other Origins 

MOZAMBIQUE 2003-2012: UNITED STATES IMPORTS 
 Wild-Sourced Elephants for 

Commercial Purpose 
Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Hunting Trophy Purpose 

Wild-Sourced Elephants for 
Personal Purpose 

 Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. Term # Eleph. 
US Gross 
Number of 
Imports from 
Mozambique 

Ivory N/A Ivory N/A Ivory N/A 
Tusks N/A Tusks 2 ÷ 2 (tusks 

per elephant) 
1 

Tusks N/A 

Trophies N/A Trophies  N/A Trophies N/A 

Bodies N/A Bodies N/A Bodies N/A 

Live N/A Live N/A Live N/A 

Total 
Elephants 

N/A Total 
Elephants 

1 Total 
Elephants 

N/A 
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c. International Illegal Trade in African Elephant and their Parts 
 

i. Legal commercial trade in ivory has stimulated illegal trade 
 

As demonstrated through the original analysis in this petition, the scope of currently legal 
international trade in ivory is quite large, but it pales in comparison to the illegal trade in ivory.  
The U.S. must further restrict its imports of African elephant parts and products in order to prevent 
continued overutilization of this species.   
 
A study by Wittemyer (2014) estimated that approximately 33,630 elephants were poached every 
year between 2010 and 2012, amounting to the deaths of nearly 100,000 African elephants in that 
three-year period. This rate of poaching is not biologically sustainable and clearly constitutes over-
utilization.  
 
Evidence shows a strong link between legal trade in African elephant ivory, and the recent 
increased demand for ivory. In 1989, the CITES Parties listed the African elephant on Appendix I, 
which prohibited international commercial trade in African elephant ivory beginning in 1990. (The 
Asian elephant was already on Appendix I and so international trade in Asian elephant ivory was 
already prohibited under CITES.) In subsequent years, ivory-carving industries in the main ivory 
consumer countries of Japan and China dwindled and ivory demand subsided. A continent-wide 
survey282 to evaluate the impact of the Appendix I listing in 15 African ivory countries found that 
each of the surveyed countries, apart from Nigeria, demonstrated a decline in demand for ivory 
and a drop in the size of ivory markets where illegal ivory was traditionally sold. As further 
evidence of the positive impact of the CITES ivory trade ban, the volume of ivory seized 
worldwide declined from 1989 to 1994 and was stable from then until 1998.283  
 
However, after 1998, two CITES-sanctioned sales of large amounts of stockpiled ivory from four 
southern African countries to two Asian ivory consumer countries created a partial lifting of the 
1989 ban. In 1997, the CITES Parties transferred the African elephant populations of Botswana, 
Namibia and Zimbabwe to Appendix II and in 1999, 49,574 kg of stockpiled ivory from those 
countries were exported to Japan where it could be used for sale only on the domestic market (not 
for export). In 2000, the CITES Parties transferred the elephant population of South Africa to 
Appendix II. In 2009 the four countries with populations on Appendix II exported 107,770 kg of 
stockpiled ivory to Japan and China where it could be used for sale on the domestic market.  
 
The partial lifting of the ban and the flow of ivory to Japan and China stimulated ivory markets in 
those countries, creating a large market demand that could not be completely met by the legal 
ivory trade. This led directly to increased levels of poaching and illegal ivory trade. The volume of 
ivory seizures increased substantially after 1999 even more so after 2008, particularly those 
shipments destined for China. See Figure 29.  

                                                           
282   E. Martin & D. Stiles, The Ivory Markets of Africa (March 2000), available at 
http://danstiles.org/publications/ivory/01.2000%20Africa.pdf (last visited Jan. 19, 2015). 
283 CITES, Illegal ivory trade. 
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Figure 29: China’s and Japan’s share of the total volume of seized ivory represented by the 

ETIS data (28 August 2002) 

Source: T. Milliken, R. W. Burn and L. Sangalakula, Illegal Trade in Ivory and other Elephant Specimens, CoP12 
Doc. 34.1 (2002). 
 
According to a 2002 Elephant Trade Information System (ETIS) report “As can be seen [in the 
figure above], China’s role as a destination for illegal consignments of ivory was fairly minor from 
1989 through 1997. Thereafter, however, China emerges as the single most important destination 
for ivory that has been seized and reported to ETIS.”284 Moreover, in Figure 30 ETIS data reveals 
that there was a significant increase in seizures of raw and worked ivory following 1997.  
 

 
Figure 30: Ivory Seizures by Type between 1996 and 2011 (ETIS) 

Source: Varun Vira, Thomas Ewing, and Jackson Miller, Out of Africa: Mapping the Global Trade in Illicit Elephant 
Ivory, 2014 pg. 1-59 (2014).  

                                                           
284 T. Milliken et al., Illegal Trade in Ivory and other Elephant Specimens, CoP12 Doc. 34.1 (2002), available at 
http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/doc/E12-34-1.pdf (last visited Jan. 19, 2015). [hereinafter “Milliken 
et al., Illegal Trade in Ivory”]. 
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According to Vira et al. (2014) the 2009 ivory sale “coincided with a massive surge in ivory-
related demand, reaching unprecedented levels.”285 In fact, following the legal sale to China “the 
wholesale price of ivory has exploded in China. Once pegged at $450/kg in Fuzhou in 2010, by 
2014 the same researchers concluded that wholesale prices had almost tripled to $2,100/kg.”286  
 
A 2013 ETIS report to CITES states that there was “a progressively sharper and statistically 
significant increase in illicit ivory trade from 2008 onwards.”287 Figure 30 illustrates the drastic 
increase in ivory seizures following 2008, whereby seizures of raw and worked ivory surpassed 
those of all previous years studied (from 1996 to 2008). Figure 31 below also shows that along 
with an increase in ivory seizures, the trend in the proportion of illegally killed elephants (PIKE) 
has also spiked after 2009 to its highest levels since 2002 and has continued to increase. Moreover, 
the percentage of illegally killed elephants has exceeded the offtake sustainability limit, the natural 
reproduction rate, since 2010.  
 

 
Figure 31: Trend in Proportion of Illegal Killed Elephants (PIKE) in Africa and Percentage 
of elephants illegally killed in Africa 

Source: UNEP, CITES, IUCN, TRAFFIC (2013). Elephants in the Dust – The African Elephant Crisis. A Rapid 
Response Assessment. United Nations Environment Programme, GRID-Arendal.  
 
Figure 32 confirms that the illegal offtake was still unsustainable as of 2013.  
 

                                                           
285 V. Vira et al., Out of Africa: Mapping the Global Trade in Illicit Elephant Ivory, 2014 1-59 (2014), available at 
http://a362a94f6d3f5f370057-c70bddd8faa4afe1b2ec557b907836d0.r4.cf1.rackcdn.com/Out-of-Africa-2014.pdf (last 
visited Nov. 4, 2014) [hereinafter “Vira et al., Out of Africa”]. 
286 Vira et al., Out of Africa. 
287 T. Milliken et al., ETIS Report of TRAFFIC, CoP 16 Doc. 53.2.2 (Rev. 1) (2013), available at 
http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/16/doc/E-CoP16-53-02-02.pdf (last visited Jan. 19, 2015). [hereinafter 
“Milliken et al., ETIS Report of TRAFFIC”]. 
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Figure 32: PIKE trends in Africa with 95 % confidence intervals. PIKE levels above the 
horizontal line at 0.5 (i.e. where half of dead elephants found are deemed to have been 
illegally killed) are likely to be unsustainable.288  

The Monitoring the Illegal Killing of Elephants (MIKE) Central Coordination Unit of the CITES 
Secretariat confirms that “overall higher PIKE levels are apparent in all four African subregions in 
the second half of the period covered by MIKE monitoring (2008-2013).”289 
 
Notably, the U.S. has one of the most significant markets for ivory in the world.290 It has been 
estimated that one-third of ivory offered for sale in the U.S. was carved after 1989, indicating that 
the ivory was most likely illegally imported after the CITES Appendix I listing. See the discussion 
under the section titled United States and the illegal trade in African elephant parts for more 
information. 
 

ii. Poaching for the illegal ivory trade is not biologically sustainable 
 
The legal trade in African elephants and their parts has had a substantial negative impact on the 
population of this species, and the combined poaching and illegal trade has brought this species to 
the brink of extinction. The best available science clearly shows that the “current offtake exceeds 
the intrinsic growth capacity of the species.”291 
 
In 1978, the Department of Interior listed African elephants as “Threatened” recognizing that 
“elephants were exterminated in large parts of their range by ivory hunters and pressure from 
growing human populations.”292 At that time, there were “at least 1.3 million of these animals still 
in existence,”293 more than double the present day population estimate of 433,999 to 683,888 
African elephants. Even more striking is that the population was estimated to be ten million in 

                                                           
288 CITES, Elephant Conservation.  
289 CITES, Elephant Conservation. 
290 Stiles & Martin, U.S.A.’s Ivory Markets at 71. 
291 Wittemyer et al., Illegal Killing. 
292 43 Fed. Reg.F. 20499-20504 (1978). 
293 43 Fed. Reg. 20499-20504. 
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1930.294 Even in 1978, the USFWS recognized that, with respect to ivory, “legal sales may 
stimulate poaching, and it may be impossible to determine how a particular product was 
obtained.”295 There is now a well-established link between the two recent CITES-approved sales 
of ivory, an increase in demand for ivory, and the subsequent catastrophic spike in poaching rates 
to meet that increased demand (as discussed below). 
 
In its 1978 listing, the USFWS supported continued interstate commerce in ivory as well as 
importation of ivory. The reasoning offered by the USFWS was as follows: 
 

Nevertheless, it may not be advisable to completely stop commerce 
or, insofar as can be accomplished by the Service, importation into 
the United States. Substantial amounts of ivory are collected from 
elephants that die of natural causes or are killed legally to protect 
human life or property. A limited number of elephants can be killed 
each year, and their ivory used, without detriment to overall 
populations. The sale of such ivory could result in extra funds for 
conservation programs, or at least could provide an economic 
incentive for such programs.296  
 

Similar logic was used to justify the CITES-approved legal sale of ivory, with CITES requiring 
that the countries selling the ivory “are obliged to use the funds raised exclusively for elephant 
conservation and community development programmes within or adjacent to the elephant 
range.”297 However, instead of yielding conservation benefits, this pay-to-play scheme leads to a 
catastrophic increase in ivory demand and poaching that has put the species on the brink of 
extinction.298  
 
Indeed, the USFWS has recently recognized the need to further restrict international and domestic 
trade in elephant parts and products299 stating that “[g]iven the unparalleled and escalating threats 
to African elephants, we believe that a nearly complete ban on commercial elephant ivory trade is 
the best way to ensure that U.S. domestic markets do not contribute to the decline of this species in 
the wild.”300  
 
Increased consumer demand in the last decade has pushed ivory wholesale prices from $5/kg in 
                                                           
294 IUCN, Elephant Database ; E/The Envtl. Mag., Are Elephant Populations Stable These Days? Sci. Am. (Apr. 9, 
2009) (available at http://www.scientificamerican.com/article.cfm?id=are-elephant-populations-stable 
[http://perma.cc/0zbziWRC2Hm]. 
295 43 C.F.R. 20499-20504, 20500 (1978). 
296 43 C.F.R. 20499-20504 (1978). 
297 CITES, Ivory Auctions Raise 15 Million U.S.D.  
298 This point is addressed in the section of this petition titled “Legal commercial trade and increased demand for 
ivory.” Following 1997, China emerged as the most important destination for “ivory that has been seized and reported 
to ETIS.” Milliken et al., Illegal Trade in Ivory.2002.2002. Moreover, another ETIS report from 2013 revealed that 
there was “a progressively sharper and statistically significant increase in illicit ivory trade from 2008 onwards.” 
Milliken et al., ETIS Report of TRAFFIC.2013.2013. Elephant poaching has been at an all-time high with nearly 
100,000 poached between 2010 and 2012. Wittemyer et al., Illegal Killing. 
299 USFWS Moves to Ban Commercial Elephant Ivory Trade Questions & Answers (2014), 
https://www.fws.gov/international/travel-and-trade/ivory-ban-questions-and-answers.html (last visited Nov. 4, 2014). 
[hereinafter “USFWS Moves to Ban Commercial Elephant Ivory”].  
300 USFWS Moves to Ban Commercial Elephant Ivory.  
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1989 to $2,100/kg in 2014 in China. This skyrocketing value has incentivized poaching in Africa 
(often by actors with strong ties to organized crime and militant groups); current poaching rates 
stand at 5-7% of the African elephant population each year.301 According to Vira et al. (2014), 
“[t]he volume of illegal trade is estimated to have tripled between 1998-2011 and is increasing at 
an escalating rate: activity more than doubled between 2007 and 2011.”302 
 
Analyses show a clear trend of escalating elephant deaths and dwindling populations. The IUCN 
estimates that in 2012 alone, at least 22,000 elephants were killed illegally303 and yielded 
approximately $552 million in sale value.304 In one stark example, researchers estimated that the 
population of forest elephants alone decreased by 62% between 2002 and 2011.305 A more recent 
report by Wittemyer et al. (2014) estimated that poachers killed 33,630 elephants per year over the 
period 2010-2012,306 and found that “elephant populations currently decline by nearly 60 to 70 
percent every 10 years, making it likely for the species to go extinct in the near future.”307 
 
Because the range of the African elephants is vast and usually very remote, the bodies of poached 
elephants sometimes remain undiscovered. This indicates that the actual rate of poaching is likely 
to be much higher than estimated. Based on ivory seizure reports, 41.5 tons of ivory were 
confiscated in 2013 and with an interdiction rate of 10%,308 meaning that only about 10% of 
illegally traded ivory is caught, “the true amount of trafficked ivory in 2013 was closer to 400 
tons, or roughly 50,000309 elephants.”310 
 
The following map (Figure 33) provides a visual illustration of the areas throughout Africa that 
have experienced the greatest poaching rates relative to the African elephant range:  

                                                           
301 Vira et al., Out of Africa., at 3 Out of Africa, at 3. 
302 Vira et al., Out of Africa at 10. Report cites to CITES, Elephant Conservation. 
303 CITES, Status of African Elephant Populations. 
304 C4ADS estimate Using 2 tusks/elephant, 4kg/tusk and $3000/kg. Maisels et al., Devestating Decline. 
305 Maisels et al., Devestating Decline.   
306 Wittemyer et al., Illegal Killing. 
307 Wittemyer et al., Illegal Killing.  
308 The rule called “1-in-10” is also likely to be very conservative. It is usually used in Western law enforcement in 
application to other types of contraband like narcotics. In the case of ivory, it is transported through African and Asian 
ports that are known for poor port security and lacking screenings, and for insufficient penalties for wildlife crime. 
Ivory’s Curse, at 5.  
309 C4ADS estimate Using 2 tusks/elephant, 4kg/tusk and $3000/kg. 
310 C4ADS estimate Using 2 tusks/elephant, 4kg/tusk and $3000/kg.  
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Figure 33: Major African Elephant Poaching Hotspots 

Source: Varun Vira, Thomas Ewing, and Jackson Miller, Out of Africa: Mapping the Global Trade in Illicit Elephant 
Ivory, 2014 1-59 (2014). 
 

a. West Africa 
 
Data on poaching levels in West Africa is deficient due to a paucity of reliable information on the 
small and fragmented populations in that region (the smallest of all other sub regions) making it 
difficult to assess trends based on PIKE data.311 Despite these limitations, it appears that poaching 
is increasing and levels “warrant concern.”312 As Figure 34 below illustrates, the proportion of 
illegally killed elephants (PIKE) to the total of carcasses found in West Africa has exceeded the 
50% threshold for all but one of the last seven years, which is 2010. This means that over half the 
dead elephants were illegally killed in 2007, 2008, 2009, 2011, 2012 and 2013. This rate is highly 
likely to be unsustainable.313  
 

                                                           
311 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response, at 35. 
312 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 35.  
313 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 19. 
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Figure 34: West Africa PIKE trends with 95 % confidence intervals. The number of 
carcasses on which the graphs are based is shown at the bottom of the graph.314 

The level of concern as especially high because “populations in West Africa are particularly 
vulnerable to increases in poaching, which can severely distort sex ratios and lead to local 
extinctions.”315 Populations of fewer than 200 animals have been observed to disappear in just a 
few decades. One recent example is the Comoé National Park in Côte d’Ivoire where the increased 
rates of poaching, which have coincided with Côte d’Ivoire’s civil war, have brought the country’s 
African elephant population to the brink of extinction.316 

 
b. Central Africa 

 
The highest overall African elephant poaching levels are in Central Africa.317 As Figure 35 below 
illustrates, the proportion of illegally killed elephants (PIKE) to the total of carcasses found in 
Central Africa has exceeded the 50% threshold for all but three of the twelve years assessed. This 
means that over half the dead elephants were illegally killed in 2003, 2004, 2007, 2008, 2009, 
2010, 2011, 2012, and 2013. This rate is highly likely to be unsustainable.318  

 
Figure 35: Central Africa PIKE trends with 95 % confidence intervals. The number of 

                                                           
314 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 19. 
315 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 36. 
316 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 36.  
317 CITES, Elephant Conservation.  
318 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 19. 
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carcasses on which the graphs are based is shown at the bottom of the graph.319 

In many places in Central Africa poaching is the lone observable cause of elephant deaths. 
According to Vira and Ewing (2014), “by 2011, 5 out of 15 recorded sites in Central Africa were 
registering a 100% PIKE rate, meaning every single elephant found dead had been illegally 
poached; at another four sites, the PIKE rate was higher than 87%.”320 Although African elephant 
numbers in Central Africa may have once numbered over a million, only around 50,000 (or 5% of 
the historic peak) remain, mostly in Gabon and the Republic of Congo.321 With so few elephants 
left to kill, poaching rates appear to be leveling off, with that activity displacing to elsewhere on 
the continent.322  
 
In Chad and the Democratic Republic of Congo, there are serious concerns regarding continued 
armed conflict, absent rule of law, and lack of accountability for those who engage in ivory 
trafficking, especially for those who occupy high positions in government. This creates an 
environment in which African elephants are extremely vulnerable and threatened with possible 
extinction.323 In Chad, although Zakouma National Park is relatively difficult for poachers to 
penetrate, well-armed gangs (some with ties to the Sudanese Janjaweed militias) still focus 
attention on park boundaries and outlying areas.324 The Republic of Congo has “a heavy and 
expanding extractive and logging industry in an environment of poverty and corruption” which 
means that their elephants “are prime targets, now that most other Central African ranges are nearly 
barren.”325  
 

c. Southern Africa 
 
Namibia, Botswana, and South Africa “consistently score the lowest in terms of elephant poaching 
risk…”326 As Figure 36 below illustrates, the proportion of illegally killed elephants (PIKE) to the 
total of carcasses found in Southern Africa has not yet exceeded the 50% threshold, which means 
the number of illegally killed elephants has remained at less than half the total.327  
 

                                                           
319 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response. 
320 Ivory’s Curse, at 6. 
321 Ivory’s Curse, at 6. 
322 Ivory’s Curse, at 7. 
323 Ivory’s Curse, at 99. 
324 Ivory’s Curse, at 99. 
325 Ivory’s Curse, at 100. 
326 Ivory’s Curse, at 100. 
327 CITES, Elephant Conservation  at 19. 



103  

 
Figure 36: Southern Africa PIKE trends with 95 % confidence intervals. The number of 
carcasses on which the graphs are based is shown at the bottom of the graph.328 

However, these low rates are “only relative”329 according to Vira and Ewing (2014) because 
“[s]yndicates in the region appear to be targeting the higher-value rhino, but are becoming 
increasingly successful and coordinated.”330 Although it is primarily rhinoceros that are currently 
threatened by poaching in this region, the elements are in place for potential poaching increases 
in the future: elephants in the region are numerous and less protected than rhinos, with 
Botswana’s population, for example, residing in a vast area that is difficult to monitor and police.  
 
Mozambique’s “last 20,000 or so elephants are in grave danger of extinction in the near term” due 
partly to the fact that most of Mozambique’s elephants live close to the poorest and most 
vulnerable Mozambican communities, in unprotected habitat such as Niassa Reserve, where more 
than 8,000 elephants were poached between 2009-2012.331 
 
With respect to Zimbabwe and Zambia, both countries are experiencing increased poaching. In the 
case of Zimbabwe, for example, 300 elephants were poisoned with cyanide in October of 2013.332 
Zambia is undeveloped and has low income levels, which incentivizes elephant poaching 
especially with the rising price for ivory.333 On the other hand, gangs in Zambia have been 
documented to cross the border into Zimbabwe much more frequently, which may mean that 
poaching levels in Zimbabwe are probably higher than in Zambia.334  
 
Finally, today “as few as 1,000 elephants live in Angola, down from estimates as high as 200,000 
in the 1970s.”335 
 
 

                                                           
328 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 19. 
329 Ivory’s Curse, at 100. 
330 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 100.  
331 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 7. 
332 Joe Decapua, Voice of America, Cyanide Kills Elephants, Ecosystem (Nov. 1, 2013), available at 
http://www.voanews.com/content/elephants-cyanide-1nov13/1781504.html (last visited January 27, 2015) [hereinafter 
“Decapua, Cyanide Kills Elephants”]. 
333 Decapua, Cyanide Kills Elephants. 
334 Decapua, Cyanide Kills Elephants.  
335 Decapua, Cyanide Kills Elephant at 8.  
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d. East Africa  
 
UNEP asserts that Central Africa’s dwindling elephant populations have led poachers to shift their 
efforts elsewhere, particularly to East Africa with that region’s larger elephant numbers.336 As 
Figure 37 below illustrates, the proportion of illegally killed elephants (PIKE) to the total of 
carcasses found in Eastern Africa has exceeded the 50% threshold for 2011 and 2012, and was 
right on the line of 0.5 for 2013. This rate is highly likely to be unsustainable.337  
 
 

 
Figure 37:  East Africa PIKE trends with 95 % confidence intervals. The number of 
carcasses on which the graphs are based is shown at the bottom of the graph.338 

Tanzania, for example, has had an estimated 25,000 elephants poached in the Selous ecosystem 
between 2009 and 2013, which represents 66% of the country’s population.339 Kenya has also 
reported high levels of poaching, with poaching responsible for two-thirds of the elephant 
carcasses at monitored sites in 2011.340 Both Kenya and Tanzania have most of the elements 
required to be “self-contained poaching and trafficking systems (in addition to transshipping ivory 
from other regions), with large elephant reserves, modern economies, and major ports implicated 
in regional trafficking.”341 According to ETIS, these two countries accounted for over half (16 out 
of 34) of the largest ivory seizures from 2009-2011.342 In another East African example, South 
Sudan, the resurgence of civil war has relegated natural resource protection to an afterthought, with 
serious consequences for that country’s elephants. 343 

 
 

iii. Ivory Trafficking and Global ETIS Seizure Data 
 
The sections that follow address seizure rates recorded and analyzed by TRAFFIC's Elephant 
Trade Information System (ETIS) and also recorded by the CITES Trade Database. Seizures are 
                                                           
336 Ivory’s Curse, at 7. 
337 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 19. 
338 CITES, Elephant Conservation at 19. 
339 Ivory’s Curse, at 7. 
340 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response, at 36. 
341 Ivory’s Curse, at 99. 
342 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response. at 45. 
343 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 99. 
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an important indicator of illegal trade activity, but represent only a small fraction of actual illegal 
trade. 
 
The scale of some of the most recent seizures illustrates the scope of the ivory trafficking problem. 
Nearly 40 tons of ivory were seized in 2011.344 It is estimated that 41.5 total tons were seized in 
2013 which according to a senior TRAFFIC official “is the largest volume of large-scale seizures 
we have seen in the past 25 years…”345 The following are a sampling of some of the largest 
seizures to date: Six tons of ivory were confiscated in Malaysia in December of 2012, representing 
one of the biggest seizures of all time;346 Four and a half tons were seized in one week in Kenya in 
July of 2013;347 Similarly in October of 2013, a major seizure took place again in Kenya totaling 
four tons.348  
 
ETIS is the largest database of elephant product seizure information from 1989 until the present. 
According to TRAFFIC’s Tom Milliken (2014) “2011, 2012 and 2013 represent the three years in 
which the highest quantity of ivory was seized and reported to ETIS over the last 25 years.”349 
Figure 38 below demonstrates the weight and number of seizures between 1989 and 2013. A 
significant increase in weight and number of seizures followed the 2008/2009 CITES permitted 
one-off sale of ivory.  
 

                                                           
344 Milliken T. et. al, The Elephant Trade Information System (ETIS) and the Illicit Trade in Ivory: A Report to the 
16th Meeting of the Conference of the Parties to CITES 4 (TRAFFIC Intl. 2013) (available at 
http://www.cites.org/eng/cop/16/doc/E-CoP16-53-02-02.pdf [http://perma.cc/0Yom7yJZTnP] (last visited Nov. 4, 
2014)). 
345 Andy Coghlan, Record ivory seizures point to trafficking rise, NewScientist (3, Dec. 2013), available at 
http://www.newscientist.com/article/dn24692-record-ivory-seizures-point-to-trafficking-rise.html.  
346 TRAFFIC, Massive African Ivory Seizure in Malaysia, http://www.traffic.org/home/2012/12/11/massive-african-
ivory-seizure-in-malaysia.html [http://perma.cc/08nYoo48ZSp] (Dec. 11, 2012) (last visited Nov. 4, 2014). 
347 Associated Press, Kenyan Officials Seize Ivory Disguised as Peanuts, http://news.yahoo.com/kenyan-officials-
seize-ivory-disguised-peanuts-142215226.html [http://perma.cc/0pbjHPiTPZ6] (July 9, 2013) (last visited Nov. 4, 
2014) 
348 Agence France-Presse, Kenya Seizes Ivory as Elephant Slaughter Surges, http://uk.news.yahoo.com/kenya-seizes-
ivory-elephant-slaughter-surges-081447625.html [http://perma.cc/0bjQiTpE1t6] (Oct. 9, 2013) (last visited Nov. 4, 
2014). 
349 Tom Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn: An Assessment Report to Improve Law Enforcement Under 
the Wildlife TRAPS Project, 1-30 (2014), available at http://www.traffic.org/storage/W-TRAPS-Elephant-Rhino-
report.pdf (last visited Nov. 4, 2014). [hereinafter “Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn”]. 
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Figure 38: Estimated weight of ivory and number of seizure cases by year, 1989 - 2013 

Source: CITES, Elephant Conservation, Illegal Killing, and Ivory Trade, SC65 Doc. 42.1 (Jul 2014), pg. 26. 
 
ETIS places a special emphasis on tracking large seizures of over 500 kilograms in weight. These 
seizures “represent a kind of ‘early warning’ indicator of the illicit ivory trade as a whole” and 
“such seizures are also indicative of the presence of organized crime in the illicit ivory trade.”350 
Transnational syndicates are behind these large shipments (considering the complexity of logistics 
– everything from the bribes required to pass them through each port of egress and entry, to 
consolidation of hundreds or thousands of items into a single crate, and more) and it is understood 
that they are predominantly “Asian-run, Africa-based operations.”351 The criminal nature of this 
illicit trade threatens global security, safety and stability of local communities, and certainly the 
survival of African elephants. According to sources, “Al Qaeda-affiliated al-Shabab in Somalia, 
Joseph Kony’s Lord's Resistance Army in central Africa and Boko Haram in Nigeria are among 
the militants making money from trafficking ivory tusks from slaughtered elephants to pay their 
fighters and buy arms and ammunition,”352 although each of these groups participates in the illegal 
trade to a different extent, and more information is needed to determine the scope of involvement. 
 
Prior to 2009, on average between five and seven large-scale seizures took place each year.353 
However, after 2009 the average jumped to 15 and as many as 21 seizures weighing over 500 
kilograms.354 In 2013, 18 seizures were made, which is the “the greatest quantity of ivory derived 
from large-scale seizure events going back to 1989.”355 This 2013 data is distressing because it 
indicates that the rate of ivory trafficking continues to grow. As Figure 39 below demonstrates, a 
significant increase in large-scale seizures followed the 2008/2009 CITES permitted one-off sale 
of ivory. Some of the increase may also be the result of an improvement in enforcement and 
therefore increase in the number of seizures.  

                                                           
350 Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn at 5.  
351 Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn at 5.  
352 Sen, Ashish Kumar, Terrorists slaughter African elephants, use ivory to finance operations (13 Nov. 2013), 
available at http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2013/nov/13/terrorists-slaughter-african-elephants-use-ivory-
t/?page=all (last visited 5 Dec. 2014) [hereinafter “Kumar, Terrorists slaughter African elephants”]. 
353 Kumar, Terrorists slaughter African elephants. 
354 Kumar, Terrorists slaughter African elephants.  
355 Kumar, Terrorists slaughter African elephants. 
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Figure 39: Estimated weight and number of large-scale (>500 kg) ivory seizures by year, 
2000 - 2013 (ETIS 09 January 2014)356 

Source: Milliken, T. (2014). Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn: an Assessment Report to Improve Law 
Enforcement under the Wildlife TRAPS project. pg. 6.USAID and TRAFFIC. 
 
With respect to the location of these seizures, “of the 76 large-scale ivory seizures made and 
reported to ETIS since 2009, two-thirds have occurred in countries and territories in Asia whilst in 
transit or during illegal import, and only one-third were seized in Africa prior to exportation.”357 
However, since 2013 the seizures in Africa have exceeded those in Asia.358  
 

iv. United States and the illegal trade in African elephant parts 
 

a. Seizures 
 
In a 2007 report presented by TRAFFIC at CITES COP 14 it was explained that “[t]he United 
States continues to rank highest in terms of number of seizures”359 and the U.S. “continues to 
make a large number of rather small ivory seizures, which is indicative of a country largely 
dealing with the illegal import of ivory products as personal possessions.”360 At the same time 
TRAFFIC noted that “the ‘mean weight’ value [of U.S. seizures] is comparatively much larger 
than that of Group 11 (Australia and Switzerland), countries which otherwise share similar values 
and trade dynamics, suggesting that at least some part of the ivory traffic to the United States 
involves larger-scale shipments of either raw or worked ivory products that may be commercial in 

                                                           
356 Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn, at 6.  
357 Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn, at 7. 
358 Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn at 7. 
359 CITES, Monitoring of Illegal Trade in Ivory and Other Elephant Specimens, 2007 CITESCOP14 DOC. 53.2(2007), 
http://www.cites.org/eng/cop/14/doc/E14-53-2.pdf (last visited Nov. 7, 2014). 
360 T. Milliken, R. W. Burn and L. Sangalakula, The Elephant Trade Information System (ETIS)  
and the Illicit Trade in Ivory:  A report to the 14th meeting of the Conference of the Parties to CITES, CoP14 Doc. 
53.2, Annex 1 (2007). 



108  

nature.”361 
 
In a Milliken et al. (2013) report to CITES COP 16, the U.S. was addressed in a group with 
Australia and Germany because all three countries regularly report ivory trade seizures. TRAFFIC 
revealed that “[w]ithin this group, ivory trade activity has only marginally dropped in the most 
recent period with 45% of the total trade by weight from 2006 occurring over the last three 
years.”362 Apart from trafficked ivory that is actually seized, Stiles and Martin (2008) report that 
“individuals probably smuggle in a significant quantity as personal effects, while other pieces 
enter by post and courier in mislabelled packages and occasionally by sea.”363  
 
The Stiles and Martin analysis also reviewed illegal imports between 1995 and 2007, as 
documented by the U.S. Law Enforcement Management Information System (LEMIS). Another 
analysis completed by the International Fund for Animal Welfare (IFAW) assessed the U.S. 
seizures of African elephant products between 2009 and 2012. IFAW reviewed LEMIS border 
seizures as well as USFWS investigations and special operations. This section presents the details 
of these findings. 
 
Table 43: Ivory Imports Seized in the U.S. from 1992 and 2007, as well as 2009 and 2012, 
relative to Global ETIS Seizures 

 Stiles & Martin364 
(1992 to 2007) 

IFAW365 
(2009 to 2012) 

Global Seizures (ETIS) 
(2009-2012)366 

 
 
Seized Ivory 
Imports 

8,852 specimens 
(avg. 553/year) 

918 specimens 
(avg. 230/year) 

2009: ~7,000kg 
2010: ~32,000kg 
2011: ~26,000kg 
2012: ~51,000kg 

 15.2 kg recorded* 
(avg. 0.95kg/year) 

14 kg recorded* 
(avg. 3.5kg/year) 

 

Exporters of Illegal 
Ivory to U.S.  

UK (80%), France (4%), 
Canada (3%) 

UK, Nigeria, South Africa, 
Zimbabwe, and Japan 

N/A 

* Customs logbook entries sometimes note only with the weight of seized ivory items, rather than number of specimens. The 
weighted seizures in this table should be considered as additional to the number of specimens.  
 
The table below provides details of the IFAW analysis on the main countries of origin and export: 
 
 
                                                           
361 T. Milliken et al., The Elephant Trade Information System (ETIS) and the Illicit Trade in Ivory: A Report to the 
14th Meeting of the Conference of the Parties to CITES, Apr. 15, 2007 at, 
http://awsassets.panda.org/downloads/etis_report_cop14_doc__53_2_annex_1_final1.doc (last visited Nov. 7, 2014). 
362 T. Milliken et al., ETIS Report of TRAFFICT. 
363 Stiles & Martin, U.S.A.’s Ivory Markets at 71. 
364 Stiles & Martin, U.S.A.’s Ivory Markets at 71. 
365 The analysis presented is based on data IFAW acquired on ivory trade in the U.S. from the USFWS’s Law 
Enforcement Management Information System (LEMIS) in response to IFAW’s December 2012 and February 2013 
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), 5 U.S.C. § 552, requests. USFWS, Response to IFAW FOIA Requests, LEMIS 
Data (Mar. 2013) [hereinafter “USFWS, Response to IFAW FOIA Requests”]. The analyses of U.S. ivory imports and 
exports presented in this Article are based on an internal IFAW report initially analyzing and interpreting the data. 
USFWS staff reviewed the IFAW report and provided feedback on the analyses. 
366 Milliken, Illegal Trade in Ivory and Rhino Horn at 2. Please note that these are rough approximations from a chart 
that did not include exact figures for ETIS-calculated global seizures.  



109  

Table 44: Main Countries of Origin and Export of U.S. Seized Ivory Imports from 2009-
2012. 

Ivory Type Main Countries of Origin  
(by import entries) 

Main Countries of Export  
(by import entries) 

Ivory Carvings Unknown; South Africa; Nigeria; 
Zimbabwe; Thailand; Cambodia; 
Cameroon; Vietnam; Canada; Central 
African Republic; U.K.; Ireland; Namibia; 
Zambia 

U.K.; Japan; South Africa; Nigeria; 
France; Canada; Zimbabwe; China; 
Uruguay; Vietnam; Unknown; Australia; 
Cambodia; Germany; Ireland; 
Philippines; Belgium; Denmark; Greece; 
Indonesia; Mozambique; Netherlands; 
Portugal; United Arab Emirates; 
Burundi; Bolivia; Brazil; Cameroon; 
Egypt; Georgia; Hong Kong; Haiti; 
Israel; Italy; Kuwait; Malaysia; New 
Zealand; Panama; Peru; Saudi Arabia; 
South Korea; Syria 

Ivory Jewelry Unknown; South Africa; Zimbabwe; 
Nigeria; Thailand; Cameroon; Vietnam; 
Ghana; Namibia; Sudan; Zambia 

Vietnam; South Africa; Nigeria; 
Zimbabwe; Thailand; Cameroon; 
Unknown; Ghana; Japan; Lebanon; 
South Korea; Eritrea; Germany; 
Honduras; Hong Kong; India; Italy; 
Namibia; Netherlands; New Zealand; 
Peru; U.K. 

Tusks Zimbabwe; Unknown; Nigeria; Namibia; 
Botswana; Central African Republic; 
Democratic Republic of the Congo; 
Kenya; 
Tanzania 

Nigeria; Zimbabwe; Namibia; Belgium; 
Botswana; France; U.K.; Bahamas; 
Ghana; Greece; South Africa; Tanzania; 
Thailand; Venezuela 

Ivory Pieces Unknown; Congo; Laos; South Africa; 
Zambia 

U.K.; Belgium; France; Japan; Laos; 
Morocco; New Zealand; South Africa 

Trophies Zimbabwe; Botswana; Tanzania Zimbabwe; Botswana; South Africa; 
Tanzania 

Ivory Piano Keys Unknown U.K. 
 
While U.S. seizures of ivory are a small fraction of the global seizures recorded by ETIS, since 
most seizures are small-scale, seizures represent only a fraction of the actual illegal trade moving 
through the U.S. (Interpol estimates that 90% of illegal shipments are not interdicted by law 
enforcement).367 The IFAW analysis reveals that “highlights from some USFWS investigations 
and special operations related to ivory from 2008 up to and including 2012 indicate that the ivory 
market in the U.S. involves sophisticated schemes including operatives and partners in the black 
market ivory trade from multiple countries.”368 Ivory investigations between 2008 and 2012 
“involved defendants, in at least ten states, in relation to at least a dozen shipments”369 and “[i]n 
one case in 2011, USFWS investigators seized one ton of elephant ivory from an individual,” 
while “[a] single investigation in New York confiscated $2 million worth of ivory objects.”370,371 

                                                           
367Allgood et al., U.S. Ivory Trade at 56. 
368 Allgood et al., U.S. Ivory Trade at 31. 
369 Allgood et al., U.S. Ivory Trade at 57. 
370 David M. Halbfinger, 2 Manhattan Jewelers Admit Illegal Ivory Trading, N.Y. Times (July 12, 2012) (available at 
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The CITES Trade Database also reveals additional specifics on the seizures that took place 
between 2003 and 2012. If looking at trophies, tusks, ivory carvings, and ivory pieces, in each of 
these categories there is a clear pattern of overall increase in the number of U.S. seizures after the 
CITES one-off sale in 2008/2009, except for ivory pieces. Moreover, there appears to be a drop in 
the number of seizures in 2012, but that does not necessarily indicate a trend. See Figures 40-43. 
 

 
Figure 40: CITES Trade Database Reported U.S. Seizures of African Elephant Trophies 
between 2003 and 2012, No Units 

 

 
Figure 41: CITES Trade Database Reported U.S. Seizures of African Elephant Tusks 
between 2003 and 2012, No Units 

                                                                                                                                                                                              
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/07/13/nyregion/illegalivory- leads-2-to-plead-guilty-in-new-york.html 
[http://perma.cc/0MunQsSFSgx] (accessed Nov. 17, 2013)). 
371 USFWS, Response to IFAW FOIA Requests, at 57. 
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Figure 42: CITES Trade Database Reported U.S. Seizures of African Elephant Ivory 
Carvings between 2003 and 2012, No Units 

 

 
Figure 43: CITES Trade Database Reported U.S. Seizures of African Elephant Ivory Pieces 
between 2003 and 2012, No Units 

v. Conclusion: the African elephant is endangered by overutilization for 
commercial and recreational purposes 

 

The African elephant is clearly overutilized for commercial and recreational purposes. There are 
two components to this imminent threat to the species’ survival: trade that is already illegal and 
trade that is currently legal. As documented in this Petition, substantial legal trade in ivory has 
stimulated demand for ivory that outpaces the legal supply. This has led to catastrophic levels of 
poaching that are not biologically sustainable. The lack of restrictions on domestic trade in ivory 
and elephant products in the U.S. has plays a role in the overutilization of wild elephants, as 
illegally-obtained ivory is frequently sold under the guise of being antique.372 The frequency of 
federal law enforcement seizures of shipments of ivory directly from Africa further prove that the 
U.S. market drives unsustainable poaching and trafficking of elephants, which has greatly 
exacerbated in the last 5 years.373, 374  
 

                                                           
 
373 Allgood et al.,IFAW, U.S. Ivory Trade. 
374 CITES, Elephant Conservation. 
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C. Disease or predation 
 

Elephants are susceptible to several infectious diseases including tuberculosis375 and elephant pox 
(genus Orthopox);376 musculoskeletal diseases such as arthritis;377 and other ailments. While these 
can be harmful or fatal to individual animals, disease is not presently considered a major 
contributor to overall population declines, according to the IUCN’s 2008 threat assessment.378 This 
may change in the future as genetic diversity and habitat are reduced, and bears close monitoring. 
 
Likewise, natural predation is not currently a major factor in elephant population declines, 
according to IUCN. As a large animal with strong defensive herd instincts, most African predators 
avoid attacks on elephants as a matter of course, though crocodiles and lions have been known to 
predate juveniles and sick or injured adult elephants. 
  

                                                           
375 S. Mikota, A Brief History of TB in Elephants. 
http://www.aphis.usda.gov/animal_welfare/downloads/elephant/A%20Brief%20History%20of%20TB%20in%20Elep
hants.pdf Accessed Nov. 1, 2014. 
376 P. Phuangkum et al., Elephant Care Manual for Mahouts and Camp Managers (Food & Agric. Org. of the United 
Nations 2005), http://www.fao.org/3/a-ae943e/ae943e0c.htm. Accessed Nov. 1, 2014 [hereinafter “P. Phuangkuam et 
al., Elephant Care Manual”]. 
377 P. Phuangkuam et al., Elephant Care Manual. 
378 IUCN Red List, Loxodonta Africana. 
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D. Inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms 
 
The African elephant is the subject of a large and varied body of law – including local, national, 
and international laws – much of which is designed to protect the species through mechanisms 
such as trade controls and direct prohibitions on take. Collectively, these laws and regulations have 
failed to prevent the drastic population loss (detailed in Section II) that the African elephant has 
suffered in recent years. Thus, the species is in danger of extinction due to this listing factor. 
 

a. International law and agreements 

 

i. CITES 
 
The Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) 
is a 181-nation, multilateral agreement designed to monitor and regulate international wildlife 
trade.379 While other frameworks (such as the Convention on the Conservation of Migratory 
Species of Wild Animals and the Convention on Biological Diversity) could potentially be used 
for protecting elephants, at this time CITES is the primary international legal mechanism for this 
purpose. Under the CITES system, species are given various levels of protection based on which 
“Appendix” they are listed under: “Appendix I includes species threatened with extinction. Trade 
in specimens of these species is permitted only in exceptional circumstances. Appendix II includes 
species not necessarily threatened with extinction, but in which trade must be controlled in order to 
avoid utilization incompatible with their survival.”380 (Appendix III is not relevant to this uplisting 
petition.) Appendix I is generally more restrictive than Appendix II, that is, persons who wish to 
engage in international trade for Appendix I species must demonstrate that this transaction is not 
primarily commercial in nature and does not detrimentally impact species survival; while 
Appendix II species may be traded internationally for commercial purposes, if that action does not 
detrimentally impact species survival. Another factor is that international shippers of Appendix I 
species must obtain both import and export permits (after demonstrating compliance with 
applicable law) from the countries’ Management Authorities; Appendix II species need only an 
export permit.381  
 
African elephants are listed under both CITES Appendix I and Appendix II, depending on the 
country: currently, elephants from Botswana, Namibia, Zimbabwe, and South Africa are listed 
under Appendix II, while the rest of the continental population is designated Appendix I.382 This 
“split-listing” came about as an outcome of the 7th Conference of the Parties (CoP) in 1989, when 
all populations were listed on Appendix I, and when CoP delegates adopted Resolution Conf. 7.9, 
which laid out the process for transferring populations from Appendix I to II based on the “status 
of elephant populations, the effectiveness of conservation measures, and the degree of control of 
the movement of ivory within and through the Parties.”383 At subsequent meetings, populations of 
four countries (South Africa, Botswana, Namibia and Zimbabwe) were transferred to Appendix II, 
resulting in the “split-listing” observed today. This differential treatment has had serious 
implications for trade and conservation: Botswana, Namibia, Zimbabwe, and South Africa have all 
                                                           
379 CITES, What is CITES? http://www.cites.org/eng/disc/what.php. Accessed January 12, 2015.  
380 CITES, How CITES Works , http://www.cites.org/eng/disc/how.php. Accessed October 1, 2014 
381 CITES, The CITES Appendices. http://www.cites.org/eng/app/index.php . Accessed January 12, 2015. 
382 CITES, African Elephant. 
383 Allgood et al., U.S. Ivory Trade, at 36. 
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participated in CITES-sanctioned sales of stockpiled ivory since 1999 (the buyers were China and 
Japan), which is unlawful for Appendix I-listed elephants under CITES.  
 
In the 1978 USFWS decision to list the African elephant as Threatened under the Endangered 
Species Act, the USFWS stated that CITES “provides a mechanism for controlling the export of 
the elephant, and so long as this mechanism is functioning properly, there is no call for the United 
States to set up more, or less restrictive measures.”384 However, the CITES system has significant 
limitations when it comes to protecting African elephants, including: (1) CITES protections are 
marked by inconsistent implementation and enforcement (2) CITES governs only international 
trade, not domestic markets;(3) CITES protections do not apply equally to all classes of wildlife 
products in international trade; (4) CITES does not adequately monitor African elephant 
populations, mortality, or product shipments; and (5) in the case of African elephants, CITES 
Parties have on two separate occasions undermined elephant conservation by sanctioning ivory 
stockpile sales. Therefore, the U.S. must now establish more restrictive trade measures through an 
Endangered listing. We will examine these issues one by one in the following sections. 
 

1. Inconsistent implementation and enforcement  

CITES is an international treaty and Parties make decisions based on diplomatic needs, not 
necessarily the biological needs of the species. Consequently, the politics of restricting trade in 
highly valuable species can overshadow the biological requirements for species conservation. 
CITES relies on individual countries to follow CITES rules and regulations, and there is little 
oversight by CITES of countries’ implementation, compliance or enforcement. In specific 
instances, there is a review of certain matters (such as whether countries have laws to implement 
the Convention, or whether countries are making certain findings) but these are extremely limited 
in scope and rarely result in punitive measures.  

Also related to this is the fact that, as has been established through the Review of Significant Trade 
process, many countries are not making proper findings under CITES guidelines that are required 
in order to issue export permits. As a result of this process, the CITES Secretariat has 
recommended that Parties not trade in CITES specimens with certain Parties that have been found 
not to be making proper non-detriment findings as required by the Convention. The U.S., too, has 
found through its own analysis that Zimbabwe and Tanzania are not adequately protecting 
elephants and has taken stricter domestic measures as allowed under Article XIV of the 
Convention to prohibit imports from those countries (as discussed further below). Thus, the U.S. 
has already recognized that there are problems with CITES implementation by African elephant 
range countries, and existing CITES regulations are not enough to protect the species.  

Politics has been an overriding factor in CITES Appendix listing decisions. The fact that not all 
African elephant populations are Appendix I-listed is itself a reflection of CITES’ weak and 
decentralized power structure. In 1989, at the height of that era’s poaching crisis, there was a 
strong push by numerous member states to transfer the species from Appendix II to Appendix I.385 
                                                           
384 43 Fed. Reg. 20499, 20500 (May 12, 1978). 
385 E. Barbier, et al., Elephants, Economics and Ivory 131 (Routledge 2013) 
http://books.google.com/books?id=SWD7AQAAQBAJ&pg=PA132&lpg=PA132&dq=cites+somalia+amendment+iv
ory&source=bl&ots=RkqbrXvCfQ&sig=phUm_x0AuYuwiaTOSFtHBJrAoSI&hl=en&sa=X&ei=kqD8U_G4IsPjsAS
axIKgDg&ved=0CB4Q6AEwAA#v=onepage&q=cites%20somalia%20amendment%20ivory&f=false. 
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However, CITES delegates debated numerous alternatives to an across-the-board Appendix I 
listing and ultimately settled on a process whereby the species was transferred to Appendix I, with 
a later mechanism by which range states could petition to transfer their elephant populations to 
Appendix II.386 This settlement was driven by Southern African range states that wanted to 
capitalize on their stockpiled ivory and skins as well as future revenue from trophy hunting.387  

CITES enshrines the right to dissent from a decision of the Parties to list a species in any 
Appendix in the “reservation” clause of the Convention: “Any Party (member State) of CITES 
may make a unilateral statement that it will not be bound by the provisions of the Convention 
relating to trade in a particular species listed in the Appendices (or in a part or derivative listed in 
Appendix III.”388 The reservation clause allowed numerous range states to officially exempt 
themselves from trade restrictions that resulted from the 1989 CITES decision to list the African 
elephant on Appendix I;389 this gave those states an enormous amount of leverage in setting their 
own trade agenda in the years to come.  

Recent CITES measures to address illegal ivory trade illustrate failures of compliance  
In March of 2013 the CITES Parties required a group of eight nations (China, Kenya, Malaysia, 
Philippines, Thailand, Uganda, the United Republic of Tanzania and Viet Nam) to develop 
national ivory action plans (NIAPs) detailing their responses to the poaching crisis. In July 2014, 
at a meeting of the CITES Standing Committee, that group was expanded to include eleven other 
source, transit, and consumer nations: Angola, Cambodia, Cameroon, Congo, the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo, Egypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, the Lao PDR, Mozambique and Nigeria.390 These 
countries were threatened with the possibility of trade sanctions if satisfactory NIAP’s are not 
developed and implemented.  
 
Although honest assessment of countries’ noncompliance is a necessary step, it is far from evident 
that meaningful change will result from this action. Taking Thailand as one conspicuous example, 
the initial threat of sanctions was relatively unheeded, despite a public commitment by the Thai 
government to reform: “A week before the [July 2014 intercessional CITES] meeting, TRAFFIC 
released a report on Thailand’s ivory market, which found the availability of ivory on sale in 
Bangkok had tripled in the year since the country pledged to eradicate its domestic ivory 
market.”391 Thailand failed to submit a plan as required, and the CITES Standing Committee 
responded by (once more) threatening to impose trade sanctions on Thailand, but gave that country 
an additional eight months to make progress on its NIAP before a CITES Standing Committee 
vote on such a restriction would occur. Preliminary reports indicate that Thailand’s NIAP “is 
unlikely to satisfy the international community’s requirements for urgent action on the country’s 
illegal ivory trade.”392 According to an October 15, 2014 editorial in the Bangkok Post, “It is an 

                                                           
386 R. Orenstein, Ivory, Horn and Blood 62 (Firefly Books Ltd. 2013) [hereinafter “Orenstein, Ivory, Horn and 
Blood”]. 
387 Orenstein, Ivory, Horn and Blood AT 78-84 
388 CITES, RESERVATIONS, http://www.cites.org/eng/app/reserve_intro.php. Accessed October 1, 2014 
389 Orenstein, Ivory, Horn and Blood, at 63. 
390 CITES, Reservations, http://www.cites.org/eng/app/reserve_intro.php. Accessed October 1, 2014.  
391 TRAFFIC, Thailand Must Address Illegal Ivory Trade or Could Face Sanctions: CITES (2014), 
http://www.traffic.org/home/2014/7/25/thailand-must-address-illegal-ivory-trade-or-could-face-sanc.html [hereinafter 
“TRAFFIC, Thailand Must Address Illegal Ivory Trade”]. 
392 WWF, Thailand in the Spotlight Over National Plan to Control Ivory Trade (2014), 
http://wwf.panda.org/wwf_news/?230512/Thailand-in-the-spotlight-over-national-plan-to-control-ivory-trade.  
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excellent plan that everyone involved knows will fail, either partly or completely. The problem is 
the human element of the DNP [Department of National Parks, Wildlife & Plant Conservation]. 
The department has never properly enforced existing laws on protection of endangered species, 
including elephants. Simply put, it is too easy to buy fake papers detailing the origins of animals 
for trafficking.”393 

2. International trade vs. domestic market restrictions  

CITES governs only international trade, not domestic markets. The CITES Parties’ 1989 decision 
to uplist African elephants to Appendix I (while simultaneously establishing a process to 
selectively downlist certain populations) is often referred to as “the CITES ivory ban,” a term 
which hides the fact that the restrictions applied solely to international trade in elephant parts 
between most countries. Leaving aside for a moment the implications of the dual Appendix 
listings, the crucial point is that the CITES ban did not (nor could it) limit domestic trade within 
any member nation; its authority stops at the international border.  
 
This is not to say that the body ignored domestic trade entirely: “In 1997, the Parties adopted Res. 
Conf. 10.10, which recommended that ivory carving and importing countries enact comprehensive 
internal legislative, regulatory, and enforcement measures. Importantly, the Resolution 
recommended that Parties, including the U.S., ‘register or license all importers, manufacturers, 
wholesalers and retailers’ dealing in ivory products and that they ‘establish a nationwide 
procedure, particularly in retail outlets, informing tourists and other non-nationals that they should 
not purchase ivory in cases where it is illegal for them to import it into their own home countries.’ 
Res. Conf. 10.10 also recommends that Parties introduce recording and inspection procedures to 
monitor the flow of ivory.”394 Despite the existence of this resolution, “in 2004 the U.S. was found 
to be out of compliance with CITES Res. Conf.10.10”395 and it is only recently that the U.S. 
federal government has begun implementing policies that would approximate the goals of the 
resolution, that is, strong domestic control and enforcement of ivory trade.  
 
Other major consumer nations have different approaches to controlling their domestic ivory 
markets, but the case of China may be most instructive. As a requirement for participating in the 
second CITES-sanctioned stockpile sale, China was required to develop a comprehensive 
registration system to ensure that only legal ivory was bought and sold. The identification system 
(launched in 2004) consists of small official placards with a photo of the specific item and a short 
description; these placards must accompany the item through its commercial lifetime. 
Additionally, only government-sanctioned processers and retailers may engage in the business. 
Subsequent investigations have found that retailers frequently undermine the system by reusing the 
identification placard and/or by selling ivory without a government license: a 2011 investigation 
by the International Fund for Animal Welfare found that “[t]aken together, the unlicensed and 
non-compliant ivory facilities outnumbered legal ones – nearly six to one (135/23).”396 In light of 
                                                           
393 Editorial: "War on Ivory" Will Fail, 2014 Bangkok Post, Oct. 15, 2014 at (2014), 
http://www.bangkokpost.com/opinion/opinion/437640/war-on-ivory-will-fail.  
394 Allgood et al., U.S. Ivory Trade, at 36. 
395 Allgood et al., U.S. Ivory Trade, at 43. 
396 Int'l Fund for Animal Welfare, Making a Killing - a 2011 Survey of Ivory Markets in China 2, 
http://www.ifaw.org/united-states/resource-centre/making-killing. 
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such evidence, it is apparent that CITES’ recommendations vis a vis registration and/or licensing 
are totally reliant on individual countries’ willingness to enforce their own laws, a trust that is 
sorely abused in the real world. 

3. CITES protections do not apply equally to all classes of wildlife products in 
international trade 

According to the USFWS, the CITES ban “only applies to ivory acquired after elephants were 
listed under CITES. Ivory acquired prior to the species being listed under CITES (July 1, 1975 for 
Asian elephants and February 2, 1976 for African elephants) is considered pre-Convention. With 
proper CITES documentation, pre-Convention ivory can be imported, exported, or re-exported, 
unless stricter domestic laws prohibit such actions.”397 This leaves an entire class of ivory objects 
that escape CITES trade restrictions. This is a loophole that is being exploited by traffickers, but 
that could be addressed by the U.S. through an Endangered uplisting. 

4. Inadequate monitoring 

A basic element of any species conservation plan is an effective monitoring system. The CITES 
population and mortality index, called MIKE (Monitoring the Illegal Killing of Elephants) is 
inadequate for two major reasons: (A) It does not give a holistic picture of elephant mortality 
across the African continent, as it is limited to select sites; and (B) It “depends on often self-
serving figures supplied by government authorities.”398 The result is that officials have to make 
assumptions based on piecemeal information – which is exacerbated by the lack of scientifically 
passable baseline data. The other component to CITES’ monitoring efforts is the Elephant Trade 
Information System (ETIS), which is similarly plagued by problems of underreporting. According 
to a 2013 report coauthored by TRAFFIC’s Tom Milliken, “The Elephant Trade Information 
System, a global database of reported seizures of illegal ivory, holds the only extensive 
information on illicit trade available. However inherent biases in seizure data make it difficult to 
infer trends; countries differ in their ability to make and report seizures and these differences 
cannot be directly measured.”399 This is a diplomatic way of acknowledging that many countries 
fail to adequately monitor or report law enforcement actions to ETIS, which fundamentally skews 
the data and gives a scant picture of the actual illegal trade. For example, the Democratic Republic 
of the Congo “has not provided any import/export or illegal trade statistics in accordance with the 
Convention since 2005.”400 
 
 

                                                           
397 U.S. Fish & Wildlife Serv., CITES and Elephants: What Is the “global Ban” on Ivory Trade? (2013), 
https://www.fws.gov/le/pdf/CITES-and-Elephant-Conservation.pdf [hereinafter “USFWS, CITES and Elephants”].  
398 Orenstein, Ivory, Horn and Blood at 94. 
399  F. M. Underwood, et al. (2013) Dissecting the Illegal Ivory Trade: An Analysis of Ivory Seizures Data. PLoS ONE 
8(10): e76539. http://www.plosone.org/article/info%3Adoi%2F10.1371%2Fjournal.pone.0076539 
400 DLA Piper, Empty Threat: Does the Law Combat Illegal Wildlife Trade? 76 (Michael S. Lebovitz, Heidi 
Newbigging & Alice Puritz eds., 2014), 
http://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CCAQFjAA&url=http%3A%2F%2F
www.dlapiperprobono.com%2Fexport%2Fsites%2Fpro-bono%2Fdownloads%2Fpdfs%2FEmpty-Threat---Does-the-
law-combact-illegal-wildlife-trade---Summary-Report-
2014.pdf&ei=_hbZVMSKBvLksATAqIHIBA&usg=AFQjCNFAyJw3j2m8R-
55fCLY945Kq5hrDw&sig2=wyoY5AnbBxggsrNNbNyI6Q&bvm=bv.85464276,d.cWc&cad=rja [hereinafter “Piper, 
Empty Threat”]. 
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5. Undermining conservation through stockpile sales  

Twice (in 1999 and again in 2008/9) CITES has sanctioned sales of stockpiled ivory, actions 
which many experts believe helped to boost consumer demand for this product and obscured the 
infiltration of illegal ivory into the marketplace.401 The sales were intended to raise money for 
conservation but the returns were minimal—according to the USFWS: “The 1999 auction involved 
the sale of raw ivory from Botswana, Namibia, and Zimbabwe to just one designated trading 
partner, Japan. The total amount of funds received from the auctions was approximately $5 
million. In 2008, South Africa joined Botswana, Namibia, and Zimbabwe in the sale of their raw 
ivory stockpiles to two designated trading partners—China and Japan. The total amount of funds 
received from the auctions was approximately $15.5 million.”402 It is unclear whether even this 
small amount was allocated for conservation programs. According to a 2009 investigation, South 
African officials misappropriated their share of the proceeds; and an internal government memo 
acknowledged that there was “no proper control over the income and expenditures generated from 
the fund” and that “large amounts of money had not been accounted for.”403 
 
While legalization of ivory trade (primarily through the mechanism of regulated stockpile sales) is 
again a hot topic, with advocates claiming that a well-regulated trade could reduce pressure on 
elephant populations, the vast majority of academic and expert testimony has weighed in against 
these proposals, pointing to the destructive impact of past sales.404  
 
According to the USFWS, although the U.S. supported previous stockpile sales, “[t]oday, given 
the current poaching crisis and the scale of illegal trade, it’s unlikely that the United States would 
be able to support a one-off sale.”405 Numerous countries (including the U.S.) have instead staged 
high-profile ivory stockpile crushes and burns, lending credence to the idea that is better to remove 
this material from circulation than to stimulate trade; however, certain CITES member states 
continue to lobby for a third sale, while others continue to stockpile ivory in anticipation of less 
restrictive trade rules in the future.406 
 

ii. Convention on Migratory Species 
 

The Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animals (CMS) is a 120-Party 
international treaty developed through the United Nations to provide a framework for international 
cooperation for the conservation of migratory species throughout their range.407 As with CITES, 
                                                           
401 Int'l Fund for Animal Welfare, Elephant Ivory Stockpile Sales Help Create a Deadly New Currency in China, June 
4, 2012 at http://www.ifaw.org/international/news/elephant-ivory-stockpile-sales-help-create-deadly-new-currency-
china.  
402 USFWS, CITES and Elephants at 2. 
403 Sipho Kings, Misappropriation of Ivory Funds Threatens Rhino Horn Sale , Mail & Guardian, Oct. 28, 2014, 
http://mg.co.za/article/2014-10-28-misappropriation-of-ivory-funds-threatens-rhino-horn-sale. 
404 Katarzyna Nowak, Opinion: Irrelevant, Illogical, and Illegal–24 Experts Respond to Arguments Supporting 
Legalization of the Ivory Trade, Nat'l Geographic - a Voice for Elephants Blog, Oct. 2, 2014, 
http://voices.nationalgeographic.com/2014/10/02/opinion-irrelevant-illogical-and-illegal-24-experts-respond-to-
arguments-supporting-legalization-of-the-ivory-trade/.  
405 USFWS, CITES and Elephants at 2. 
406 Carey L. Biron, In Anti-Poaching Warning, U.S. Destroys Ivory Stockpiles, Inter Press Service News Agency, Nov. 
14, 2013, http://www.ipsnews.net/2013/11/in-anti-poaching-warning-u-s-destroys-ivory-stockpiles/.  
407 Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animals (CMS), CMS. 2014. Accessed January 14, 
2015 from http://www.cms.int/en/legalinstrument/cms). 
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CMS designates listed species under Appendices. Participating countries have obligations to help 
conserve and restore populations of species listed in CMS Appendix I and also prevent 
unwarranted take.408 Countries are encouraged to also take action on species listed in CMS 
Appendix II through the development of binding agreements and non-binding memoranda of 
understanding. 
 
The African elephant is listed in CMS Appendix II for its entire range. Thirteen West African 
countries signed the West African Elephant Memorandum of Understanding in 2005 to encourage 
international collaboration in restoring and maintain elephant populations in their territory.409 The 
memorandum promotes legal protection as a strategy for individual countries, but is a non-binding 
agreement. Furthermore, the West African population of elephants is only about 2% of the total 
African population410 
 

iii. Convention on Biological Diversity 
 
The Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) is another international treaty developed through 
the United Nations that promotes the “conservation of biological diversity, the sustainable use of 
its components, and the fair and equitable sharing of the benefits arising out of the utilization of 
genetic resources.”411 Parties meet every two years to discuss emerging threats and strategies. The 
convention requires each of the 194 participating countries to prepare a national biodiversity 
strategy that outlines the implementation of the Convention’s goals and the attainment of its 
various targets.412 The CBD helps streamline strategies for protecting and sustainably using 
biodiversity, but does not provide explicit protections for any specific animal including the African 
elephant. 
 
In summary, CITES (while an important international mechanism for protecting species in trade) 
falls short of providing the protections needed for African elephants, and existing international 
legal mechanisms are inadequate to protect African elephants from extinction. 
 

b. Regional agreements 
 

i. African Union 
 

The African Union (AU) is an intergovernmental organization comprised of all but one (Morocco) 
of the 54 African states. The AU was formed in 1992 as a successor to the Organization of African 
Unity which was created in 1963. The Executive Council of the AU developed conventions on 
issues of interest to member states including environmental concerns.413 
 
                                                           
408 Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animals website (CMS). 2003. Accessed January 
14, 2015from http://www.cms.int/sites/default/files/instrument/cms_convtxt_english.pdf. 
409 Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animals (CMS). 2014. Accessed January 14, 2015 
from http://www.cms.int/en/legalinstrument/west-african-elephants. 
410 CMS, West African Elephants. 
411 United Nations (UN). 1992. Convention on Biological Diversity. Accessed January 14, 2015 from 
http://www.cbd.int/doc/legal/cbd-en.pdf [hereinafter “UN, Convention on Biological Diversity”] 
412 UN, Convention on Biological Diversity. 
413 The African Union Commission (AU). 2015. AU in a nutshell. Retrieved January 14, 2015 from 
http://au.int/en/about/nutshell. 
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The African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources, entered into force 
in 1969, is one such convention that requires contracting states to “adopt measures to ensure 
conservation, utilization and development of soil, water, flora and faunal resources in accordance 
with scientific principles and with due regard to the best interests of the people.”414 The 
Convention considers African elephants a “Class B” species which, according to the convention, 
“shall be totally protected, but may be hunted, killed, captured or collected under special 
authorization granted by the competent authority.”415 While 31 countries have ratified the 
Convention, several with elephant populations are not listed, including countries with significant 
elephant populations, such as South Africa.416 Furthermore, the Convention does not contain any 
enforcement mechanisms to address noncompliance and does not designate the role and frequency 
of meetings to update the agreement.  
 
A Revised African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources was 
developed in 2003 that would, among other changes, establish a secretariat that would improve 
executive and implementation functions of the Convention.417 The revised edition would also 
update rules pertaining to protected species such as the African elephant. As of July 2014, the 
revised Convention has not been adopted because only 12 countries have ratified it.418  
 

ii. SADC Protocol on Wildlife Conservation and Law Enforcement 
 

The Southern Africa Development Community (SADC), which is an inter-governmental 
organization of Southern African states, developed the Protocol on Wildlife Conservation and Law 
Enforcement in 1999. The Protocol, which came into force in 2003, lays down guidelines to foster 
international cooperation to ensure the “conservation and sustainable use of wildlife resources” 
under the jurisdiction of each member state.419 The Protocol mandates the development and 
enforcement of legal instruments necessary to conserve wildlife resources, as well as the 
development and integration of conservation programs. The Protocol allows for sanctions if a state 
is not implementing conservation policies.420 
 
 
 

                                                           
414 The African Union Commission (AU). 1968. African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural 
Resources. Retrieved January 14, 2015 from 
http://au.int/en/sites/default/files/AFRICAN_CONVENTION_CONSERVATION_NATURE_AND_NATURAL_RE
SOURCES.pdf [hereinafter “AU, African Convention on the Conservation of Nature”]. 
415 AU, African Convention on the Conservation of Nature.. 
416 The African Union Commission (AU). 2013. List of countries which have signed, ratified/acceded to the African 
Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources. Retrieved January 14, 2015 from 
http://au.int/en/sites/default/files/Nature%20and%20Natural%20Resources_0.pdf [hereinafter “AU, List of 
countries”]. 
417 The African Union Commission (AU). 2003. African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural 
Resources (revised version). Retrieved January 14, 2015 from 
http://au.int/en/sites/default/files/AFRICAN_CONVENTION_CONSERVATION_NATURE_NATURAL_RESOUR
CES.pdf. 
418 AU, List of countries. 
419 Southern Africa Development Community (SADC). 1999. Protocol on Wildlife Conservation and Law 
Enforcement. Retrieved January 14, 2015 from http://sadc-tribunal.org/wp-
content/uploads/2013/03/WildlifeConservation2.pdf [hereinafter “SADC, Protocol on Wildlife Conservation”].  
420 SADC, Protocol on Wildlife Conservation.  
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iii. Lusaka Agreement 
 

The Lusaka Agreement on Cooperative Enforcement Operations Directed at Illegal Trade in Wild 
Fauna and Flora was adopted and came into force in 1996. Seven African countries have since 
become Parties to the Agreement. The role of the Agreement is to create a task force that 
facilitates the enforcement of national wildlife laws through collaboration and “ultimately 
eliminating illegal trade in wild fauna and flora.”421 The Lusaka Agreement Task Force has 
focused on using law enforcement, capacity building, and collaboration to help reduce wildlife 
trafficking including elephant ivory smuggling.  
 

c. National laws 
 

The 37 African Elephant range states, along with the many transit and consumer nations, have 
taken a variety of approaches to solving the problems of wildlife trafficking, habitat loss, over-
exploitation and other species threats (exacerbated recently by the growing influence of 
international organized criminal syndicates driving the poaching crisis). In general, however, most 
stakeholder countries do not have the infrastructure, funding, expertise, or political will to deal 
with the many different threats to elephants. 
 
Despite a brief period of rebound in the early 2000’s,422 over the past three decades African 
elephants have faced overall declines in most regions where they are found,423 including 
reductions in both range size and population numbers. These declines can be traced to such threats 
as habitat loss,424 associated increases in human-elephant conflict,425 and rampant poaching.426 The 
threats are aided by a lack of regulatory tools and controls in relevant countries to protect 
elephants adequately. More specifically, better regulatory mechanisms are needed on the ground in 
range countries to stop the loss of habitat427 and prevent elephant killings;428 in elephant product 
transit countries to disrupt trafficking;429 and in consumer nations to curb consumption and 
demand for elephant products.430   
 
With poaching in particular, weak governance and political conflicts are systemic problems 
facilitating the current elephant crisis.431 For example, elephants are known to be endangered by 
inadequate law enforcement and/or insufficient infrastructure to combat poaching and trafficking 
threats in range countries with still sizable elephant populations432 like Cameroon,433 CAR,434 

                                                           
421 Lusaka Agreement Task Force (LATF). 2013. Vision and Mission Statement. Retrieved January 14, 2015 from 
http://lusakaagreement.org/?page_id=126. 
422 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 22 
423 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 22  
424 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 15. 
425 IUCN Red List, Loxodonta Africana.   
426 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 32. 
427 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 15. 
428 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at. 22. 
429 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 40. 
430 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 40. 
431 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 69. 
432 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 25. 
433 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 41; African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 31. 
434 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 36. 
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Congo,435,436 DRC,437 Gabon,438 Kenya,439 Mozambique,440,441 South Africa,442 Tanzania,443,444 
Uganda,445,446 Zambia,447 and Zimbabwe.448 Similarly, elephant populations are being negatively 
impacted in range countries like Chad,449 CAR,450 and DRC,451 where these nations are facing 
political instability and conflict that can exploit infrastructure gaps and open the door for 
organized crime and poaching rings.452 
 
In addition to range countries like Kenya, South Africa, and Tanzania that also serve as transit 
hubs for trafficking elephant products,453 there are countries outside of Africa that are transit—and 
sometimes end—points for these products. These include Asian countries like China, Hong Kong 
SAR, Malaysia, the Philippines, Thailand, and Viet Nam.454 Weak governance as well as 
institutional corruption have been flagged as exacerbating factors in many of these elephant 
product transit countries of concern.455 
 
In 2014 the international law firm DLA Piper, in concert with the UK-based NGO United For 
Wildlife, released a seminal report on African and Asian legislative, jurisprudential, and law 
enforcement mechanisms for controlling wildlife trafficking. The report, Empty Threat: Does the 
Law Combat Illegal Wildlife Trade?, was highly critical in its assessment of much of the African 
and Asian continental capacity in this regard, and spotlighted the need for drastic reform in many 
of the key countries along the elephant product supply chain.  This included criticisms of laws and 
infrastructure to protect wildlife in elephant range and/or transit countries like Botswana,456 
Cameroon,457 DRC,458 Kenya,459 and Tanzania460 as well as transit and consumer countries like 
China,461 Thailand,462 and Viet Nam.463 
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Similar to unabated poaching, the ongoing and dramatic loss of habitat464 in important elephant 
range countries is proof that existing national laws are inadequate. For example, between 1990 and 
2005, the country of Tanzania lost forest cover at a rate double the average for low human 
development countries and five times the mean global rate.465 This continued habitat loss has 
resulted in more than 37% of the country’s forest and woodland habitat having disappeared since 
1990.466 Additionally, ongoing loss of habitat has created more human-elephant conflict and 
further reduced elephant range in countries like Tanzania that formerly hosted bountiful elephant 
populations.467 
 
Similarly alarming is that the amount of land set aside for agriculture in Sub-Saharan Africa 
overall increased by 25% between 1970 and 2000.468 And conversion for crop-land is just one type 
of habitat loss impacting elephants, along with increased livestock, human population growth, and 
urban development spread, all of which lead to increased human-elephant conflict469 and 
subsequent elephant losses.470 Without regulatory tools designed to control this loss, elephant 
habitat will continue to shrink.  
 
It is important to note that even if one country has ostensibly strong laws protecting elephants and 
their habitats, transient or border populations can easily be negatively impacted by laws—or lack 
thereof—in other range, transit or consumer countries.471 
 
In conclusion, the continuing decline in range and population numbers for elephants in almost all 
regions of Africa where they exist clearly show that elephant range, transit and consumer countries 
do not have adequate regulatory mechanisms in place to protect elephants from extinction.   

 
i. Corruption 

 
In many countries in Africa and Southeast Asia, corruption presents a serious threat to wildlife 
protection measures, such as elephant product trade controls and anti-poaching programs. As 
Bennet (2014) detailed in Conservation Biology, high levels of corruption in these regions make it 
difficult to enforce current regulations and should also be taken into account while examining 
proposals to legalize the ivory trade. Bennet writes, “If we are to conserve remaining wild 
                                                           
464 IUCN Red List, Loxodonta Africana.  
465 P. Chardonnet, et al. (2010). Managing the conflicts between people and lion: Review and insights from the 
literature and field experience (Wildlife Management Working Paper 13). Rome, Italy: Food and Agriculture 
Organization of the United Nations, 
http://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0CCAQFjAA&url=
http%3A%2F%2Fwww.fao.org%2Fdocrep%2F012%2Fk7292e%2Fk7292e00.pdf&ei=ghfZVLXcE-
K1sATpxILIBw&usg=AFQjCNFGdHD8KbpcGcqnyEZjmhu3hYpITw&sig2=gGi2twhV43qbHtXDbwA3Qg&bvm=
bv.85464276,d.cWc [hereinafter “Chardonnet, et al., Managing the conflicts between people and lion”]. 
466 C. Packer et al., Effects of Trophy Hunting on Lion and Leopard Populations in Tanzania, Conservation Biology 
(Jul. 2009), available at 
http://www.cbs.umn.edu/sites/default/files/public/downloads/Effects%20of%20trophy%20hunting%20on%20populati
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468 Chardonnet, et al., Managing the conflicts between people and lion. 
469 UNEP et al., A Rapid Response at 15. 
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471 African Elephant Status Report 2007 at 3.  
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populations [of elephants], we must close all markets because, under current levels of corruption, 
they cannot be controlled in a way that does not provide opportunities for illegal ivory being 
laundered into legal markets.”472 This includes markets in the U.S. that are allowed under the 
current Threatened listing.  
 
African elephant range states are among the most corrupt countries on the planet, with Bennet 
(2014) noting that “Of the 12 countries in Africa estimated to have elephant populations of 15,000 
animals or more (UNEP et al. 2013), 8 are among the bottom 40% of the world’s most corrupt 
countries and 3 are among the bottom 11% (Transparency International 2013).” 473 Corruption 
extends beyond turning a blind eye or even government officials’ facilitation of illegal trade: in 
several countries including the DRC, South Sudan and Uganda, national military forces have been 
implicated in the direct slaughter of African elephants.474 (Note that DRC and Uganda are parties 
to CITES, providing another reason to be skeptical of the efficacy of that treaty.) 
 
In conclusion, while there exists a myriad of environmental laws and other relevant regulations in 
most elephant range, transit, and consumer nations, the ongoing decline of the species (in the face 
of habitat loss, overexploitation, and other threats) shows definitively that these systems are not 
adequate to save the species.  

 
d. U.S. law  

 
i. African Elephant Conservation Act 

 
The 1988 African Elephant Conservation Act (AfECA) “created a major program for the 
conservation of African Elephants”475 that included funding for conservation programs, and 
international trade restrictions for elephant ivory. The AfECA was passed at a time when there was 
a global, legal ivory trade. It allowed the U.S. to establish moratoria on imports of African 
elephant ivory from other countries, and set out criteria that needed to be met to remove those 
moratoria for each ivory exporting country. The Act prohibits: (1) The importation of raw ivory 
from any country other than an ivory producing country; (2) the export of raw ivory from the US; 
(3) the importation of raw or worked ivory that was exported from an ivory producing country in 
violation of that country's laws or of the CITES Ivory Control System; (4) the import of worked 
ivory, other than personal effects, from any country unless that country has certified that such 
ivory was derived from legal sources; and (5) the importation of raw or worked ivory from a 
country for which a moratorium is in effect.476

 

No CITES Appendix I range state has yet been determined to qualify for a blanket U.S. import 
exemption for ivory as provided in AfECA.477 The Act does not address the import of sport hunted 
African elephant trophies and clearly recognizes that the ESA grants USFWS authority to enact 
                                                           
472 BENNETT, E. L. Bennett (2014), Legal Ivory Trade in a Corrupt World and its Impact on African Elephant 
Populations. Conservation Biology. Abstract: http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/:: 10.1111/cobi.12377/abstract 
[hereinafter: Bennett, Legal Ivory Trade in a Corrupt World”]. 
473 Bennett, Legal Ivory Trade in a Corrupt World at 3. 
474 Orenstein, Ivory, Horn and Blood at 116. 
475 P. Saundry, Endangered Species Act: United States, available at http://www.eoearth.org/view/article/152413/.   
476 16 U.S.C. §§ 4222 et seq. 
477 U.S. Fish & Wildlife Serv., Importing Your Leopard or African Elephant Sport-Hunted Trophy (2014), 
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/factsheet-import-leopard-elephant-sport-hunted-trophy-2013.pdf.  
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additional restrictions on trade in ivory and other elephant parts. 16 U.S.C. §§ 4222, 4223, 4241. 
 

ii. Endangered Species Act 
 
The Endangered Species Act (ESA) is one of the most comprehensive and important wildlife 
conservation statutes in existence today, but current ESA protections applied to African elephants 
are inadequate.  
 
Pursuant to the ESA (16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)) and Fish and Wildlife Service regulations (50 C.F.R. 
§§ 17.21, 17.22), once the Service lists a species as endangered, individuals of listed species are 
protected from import, export, take, and interstate commerce unless such action will “enhance the 
propagation or survival of the affected species” or is for scientific research consistent with the 
conservation purpose of the ESA. 16 U.S.C. § 1539(a)(1)(A); 50 C.F.R. §§ 17.21, 17.22. As the 
plain language of the statute makes clear, enhancement authorization may only be issued for 
activities that positively benefit the species in the wild. See also U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Handbook for Endangered and Threatened Species Permits (1996) (making clear that an 
enhancement activity “must go beyond having a neutral effect and actually have a positive 
effect”). 
 
Enhancement authorization must be granted on a case-by-case basis, with an application and 
opportunity for meaningful public participation. 16 U.S.C. § 1539(c); Friends of Animals v. 
Salazar, 626 F. Supp. 2d 102, 119 (D.D.C. 2009). Before the Service can issue authorization to 
conduct otherwise prohibited acts, it must find that: (1) the permit or registration was “applied for 
in good faith;” (2) the permit or registration “will not operate to the disadvantage of such 
endangered species;” and (3) the proposed action “will be consistent with the purposes and policy” 
of the ESA (i.e., conservation478). 16 U.S.C. § 1539(c)-(d). As explained by Congress, these 
requirements were intended “to limit substantially the number of exemptions that may be granted 
under the act.” H. R. Rep. No. 93-412 p. 17 (1973) (emphasis added). Implementing regulations 
further require that applicants provide detailed information about the animals, persons, facilities, 
and actions involved in the otherwise prohibited activity. 50 C.F.R §§ 17.21(g), 17.22; id. § 
13.21(b)(2)(3) (authorization may not be issued if applicant “failed to disclose material 
information required” or “failed to demonstrate a valid justification”). 
 
In deciding whether to issue an enhancement permit, the USFWS must consider “[t]he probable 
and indirect effect which issuing the permit would have on the wild populations of the wildlife 
sought to be covered by the permit;” “[w]hether the permit . . . would in any way, directly or 
indirectly, conflict with any known program intended to enhance the survival probabilities of the 
population from which the wildlife sought to be covered by the permit was or would be removed;” 
“[t]he opinions or views of scientists or other persons or organizations having expertise concerning 
the wildlife or other matters germane to the application;” and “[w]hether the expertise, facilities, or 
other resources available to the applicant appear adequate to successfully accomplish the 
objectives stated in the application.”  50 C.F.R. § 17.22(a)(2). 
                                                           
478 The primary purpose of the ESA is to “provide a program for the conservation of such endangered species.” 16 
U.S.C. § 1531(b). The term “conservation” means “to use…all methods and procedures which are necessary to bring 
any endangered species or threatened species to the point at which the measures provided pursuant to this chapter are 
no longer necessary” – i.e. to recover the species in the wild so that it may be taken off of the list of endangered 
species. 16 U.S.C. § 1532(3). 
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When a species is listed as threatened, individuals of the species may not be subjected to import, 
export, take, or interstate commerce, unless such action is conducted pursuant to a permit or a 
special rule. 16 U.S.C. § 1538(a); 50 C.F.R. §§ 17.31, 17.32, 17.40. Special rules must be designed 
and implemented to promote the conservation of the species. See Sierra Club v. Clark, 755 F.2d 
608 (8th Cir. 1985). But under the current Threatened listing and special rule (50 C.F.R. § 
17.40(e)), which largely mirrors the restrictions established by the AfECA, trade in African 
elephant parts and products is not sufficiently regulated to protect the species from extinction, as 
required by law. 
  

a. Ivory 

According to USFWS Director’s Order 210 (issued in 2014 to urge strict enforcement of existing 
law), pursuant to the Threatened listing and the AfECA, it is currently lawful to import certain 
elephant parts and products to the U.S., as follows:  
  
(1) Raw or worked African elephant ivory imported by an employee or agent of a Federal, State, 
or tribal government agency for law enforcement purposes. 
  
(2)  Raw or worked African elephant ivory imported for genuine scientific purposes that will 
contribute to conservation of the species. 
  
(3) Worked African elephant ivory imported for personal use as part of a household move or as 
part of an inheritance, provided that the worked elephant ivory: 
  

o Was legally acquired prior to February 26, 1976; 
o Has not subsequently been transferred from one person to another person for 

financial gain or profit since February 25, 2014; and 
o The item is accompanied by a valid Convention on International Trade in 

Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) pre-Convention certificate. 
  
(4) Worked African elephant ivory imported as part of a musical instrument, provided that the 
worked elephant ivory: 
  

o Was legally acquired prior to February 26, 1976; 
o Has not subsequently been transferred from one person to another person for 

financial gain or profit since February 25, 2014; 
o The person or group qualifies for a CITES musical instrument certificate; and 
o The musical instrument containing elephant ivory is accompanied by a valid 

CITES musical instrument certificate or an equivalent CITES document that 
meets all of the requirements of CITES Resolution Conf. 16.8. 

  
(5) Worked African elephant ivory imported as part of a travelling exhibition, provided that the 
worked elephant ivory: 
  

o Was legally acquired prior to February 26, 1976; 
o Has not subsequently been transferred from one person to another person for 

financial gain or profit since February 25, 2014; 
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o The person or group qualifies for a CITES travelling exhibition certificate; and 
o The item containing elephant ivory is accompanied by a valid CITES travelling 

exhibition certificate or an equivalent CITES document that meets the requirements 
of 50 CFR 23.49. 

 
Further, the ESA special rule allows for interstate commerce in lawfully imported ivory, leading to 
a robust domestic market for elephant parts and products that serves as a cover for rampant illegal 
trade and fails to adequately protect the species (as described in detail above). 

b. Sport hunted trophies  
 
Under the African elephant special rule, the importation of sport hunted trophies is allowed under 
the following circumstances: If the trophy’s country of origin has notified the USFWS of its ivory 
quota479 for the year of export; if CITES permit requirements are met; if an enhancement finding 
has been made; and if marking and labelling requirements have been met.480  Due to the 
differential CITES listing, in practice this means that the U.S. does not require individual permits 
for imports of sport-hunted African elephant trophies from Botswana, South Africa, and Namibia, 
while the U.S. does require an importer to obtain a permit for the import of trophies from 
Appendix I range states. The Service has previously asserted that it considers trophy-hunting of 
imperiled species to have a positive overall impact on species conservation.481  However, there is 
minimal data showing this to be the case, especially as pertains to elephants and other iconic 
African species.482  
 
But in 2014, the Service suspended imports of elephant trophies from Tanzania and Zimbabwe, 
finding that such countries have suffered from severe poaching crises and are not sustainably 
managing their elephant populations.483  
 
The recent suspensions of trophy imports from Tanzania and Zimbabwe call attention to the fact 
that the Service has historically not exercised maximum oversight of African elephant range states 
to ensure that U.S. activities are not exploiting poorly managed populations.  
 
According to Selier et al. (2014). in a recent peer-reviewed article published in The Journal of 
Wildlife Management, even those range states from which USFWS currently allows trophy 
imports may be setting unsustainably high hunting quotas: in the Greater Mapungubwe 
                                                           
479 In this case, CITES considers the term “ivory quota” to collectively refer to “procedures to control the international 
trade in ivory from African elephants,” including trophies. (http://www.cites.org/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-21.pdf ) 
480 See 50 C.F.R. § 23.74. 
481 USFWS, Suspension of Import of Elephant Trophies Taken in Tanzania and Zimbabwe: Questions and Answers. 
available at http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/questions-and-answers-suspension-of-elephant-sport-hunted-
trophies.pdf (Accessed January 14, 2015). 
482 Economists at Large. (2013). The $200 million question: How much does trophy hunting really contribute to 
African communities? A report for the African Lion Coalition, prepared by Economists at Large, Melbourne, 
Australia, http://www.ecolarge.com/our-work/. 
483 See 79 Fed. Reg. 44459, 44460 (July 31, 2014) (“Without management plans with specific goals and actions that 
are measurable and reports on the progress of meeting these goals, the Service cannot determine if…Zimbabwe is 
implementing, on a national scale, appropriate management measures for its elephant populations.”); U.S. Endangered 
Species Act Enhancement Finding for Tanzanian Elephants (http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-
finding-2014-elephant-Tanzania.PDF) (“Questionable management practices, a lack of effective law enforcement, and 
weak governance have resulted in uncontrolled poaching and catastrophic population declines in Tanzania.”). 
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Transfrontier Conservation Area (at the nexus of South Africa, Botswana, and Zimbabwe), 
scientists found that, in contrast to current hunting allowances, “only a small number of bulls 
(<10/year) could be hunted sustainably. At current rates of hunting, under average ecological 
conditions, trophy bulls will disappear from the population in less than 10 years.”484  
 
The special rule also allows for imports and exports of elephant products other than sport-hunted 
trophies and ivory, such as skin or body parts, so long as such activities comply with CITES 
permitting guidelines. Domestic trade is also allowed in such parts as long as the parts were not 
illegally imported.485  
 
Thus, the current Threatened listing for African elephants, which minimizes federal oversight of 
imports and allows substantial domestic trade in the species, fails to adequately protect the species, 
and uplisting to Endangered status is required by law. While some states, such as New York and 
New Jersey, have recently taken action to restrict their ivory markets, federal action is necessary to 
fully address the overutilization that is contributing to the demise of this iconic species. Indeed, the 
Service has recognized the need to increase protection for the African elephant under the 
Endangered Species Act, though to date it has not formally proposed any such regulations.486  
 
A notable conservation benefit to the African elephant resulting from an Endangered listing would 
be that all applications for otherwise prohibited activities would be subject to public comment and 
review. This would increase the information available to the USFWS, by enabling experts and 
others with pertinent and timely information to inform the agency’s decision-making. Further, 
improved transparency would benefit the species by shining a light on potentially illegal trade. 
 

iii. Lacey Act  
 
The Lacey Act (16 U.S.C. §§ 3371-3378) makes it “unlawful to import, export, sell, acquire, or 
purchase fish, wildlife or plants taken, possessed, transported, or sold: 1) in violation of U.S. or 
Indian law, or 2) in interstate or foreign commerce involving any fish, wildlife, or plants taken 
possessed or sold in violation of State or foreign law.” Essentially, Lacey criminalizes commercial 
activity in wildlife products—such as poached elephant products— that were illegally obtained in 
the first place. The law is considered to be among the most important wildlife trade laws in the 
U.S., but without strong underlying state and international protection for the species, the Lacey 
Act is not an adequate regulatory mechanism to save this species from extinction.  
 
 
 
 
  

                                                           
484 S. Selier et al. (2014), Sustainability of elephant hunting across international borders in southern Africa: A case 
study of the greater Mapungubwe Transfrontier Conservation Area. The Journal of Wildlife Management, 78: 122–
132. 
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/259539652_Sustainability_of_elephant_hunting_across_international_border
s_in_southern_Africa_A_case_study_of_the_greater_Mapungubwe_Transfrontier_Conservation_Area 
485 50 C.F.R. § 17.40(e). 
486 USFWS Moves to Ban Commercial Elephant Ivory.  
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E. Other natural or manmade factors affecting the species’ existence  
 
Several biological traits make African elephants susceptible to over-utilization. African elephants 
are often used as one of the best examples of a ‘k-selected’ species: those species with traits such 
as large body size, long life expectancy, a late age at which they reach sexual maturity, and the 
production of fewer offspring, which often require extensive parental care until they mature. This 
contrasts with ‘r-selected’ species which produce many offspring, each of which has a relatively 
low probability of surviving to adulthood. The elephant’s low reproductive output means that 
offtake can easily exceed reproductive output and result in population decline. This is especially 
true when females of reproductive age are killed, as happens with elephant poaching and trophy 
hunting, because this further diminishes the reproductive output.    
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V. CONCLUSION 
 
This Petition demonstrates that the African elephant species meets the statutory criteria for an 
Endangered listing under the ESA. The species is currently “in danger of extinction throughout all or 
a significant portion of its range” and, therefore, must be listed as Endangered.487 The future 
security and viability the African elephant is uncertain – the species faces a multitude of threats 
including habitat loss, exploitation, killings from human-elephant-conflict, and rampant poaching. 
 
As the U.S. is not part of the African elephant’s natural range, protection under the ESA would 
occur by, inter alia, a prohibition on the import into the U.S., and interstate commerce within the 
U.S., of elephant specimens except where the activity enhances the propagation or survival of the 
species or is for scientific purposes.488 Listing the African elephant under the ESA would directly 
benefit this species in crisis by significantly limiting trade linked to unnecessary killings for sport 
or commercial purposes. An uplisting would also allow for and encourage the U.S. to provide 
elephant range States with further assistance in the development and management of programs 
useful to the conservation of the species. Such a listing would also serve to heighten awareness of 
the importance of conserving the African elephant among foreign governments, conservation 
organizations, and the general public.  
 
The iconic African elephant is in danger of extinction if action is not immediately taken to reverse the 
current trend toward extinction. The U.S. is the world’s largest importer of African elephant 
hunting trophies, and has large domestic ivory markets that facilitate illegal trade. It is time for the 
U.S. to play a leading role in the effort to save the African elephant. Listing the species as 
Endangered under the ESA is a significant and necessary step toward controlling unsustainable 
exploitation, curbing demand by Americans, and keeping this crisis in the eye of the global 
conservation community. 
 
 

                                                           
487 16 U.S.C. §§ 1532(6), 1533. 
488 16 U.S.C. §§ 1538(a), 1539(a). 
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September 28, 2015 

 

 

Public Comments Processing  

Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

5275 Leesburg Pike  

Falls Church, VA 22041 

 

RE: Comments on African Elephant Special Rule Amendment  

(FWS–HQ–IA–2013–0091) 

 

Dear Chief Hoover, 

 

The Humane Society of the United States, Humane Society International, International 

Fund for Animal Welfare, the Natural Resources Defense Council, and The Fund for 

Animals hereby submit the following comments in response to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service’s Proposed Rule to amend the Endangered Species Act (ESA) Section 4(d) 

regulation pertaining to African Elephants (Loxodonta africana). 80 Fed. Reg. 45154 (July 

29, 2015). Our organizations deeply appreciate the Obama Administration’s commitment to 

elephant conservation and applaud the Service for its dedicated work on this important 

Proposed Rule. We strongly urge the Service to take decisive and expeditious action to 

increase protections for this iconic animal, which is faced with extinction. 

 

Legal Background 

 

Since 1978, the African Elephant (Loxodonta africana) has been listed as threatened under 

the ESA and regulated under a special rule. 50 C.F.R. §§ 17.11, 17.40(e). In 1988, Congress 

enacted the African Elephant Conservation Act (AECA), which authorized the 

establishment of moratoria on imports of African Elephant ivory. 16 U.S.C. §§ 4222 et seq. 

In 1992, the Service amended the African Elephant special rule to reflect the ivory 

moratoria adopted under the AECA. 57 Fed. Reg. 35473 (Aug. 10, 1992). However, that rule 

currently allows for unrestricted interstate trade in ivory and other elephant parts, does 

not require permits for all trophy imports, and does not prohibit the take or trade in live 

elephants. 50 C.F.R. § 17.40(e). 

On July 1, 2013, President Obama issued an Executive Order establishing a Presidential 

Task Force on Wildlife Trafficking to address the escalating international poaching crisis 

and the illegal trade in wildlife and their derivative parts and products. In February 2014, 

the President adopted the National Strategy for Combatting Wildlife Trafficking, 



2 

 

announcing the Administration’s guiding principles for strengthening enforcement of 

wildlife laws, reducing U.S. demand for illegally traded wildlife, and expanding 

international cooperation and commitment to address this issue. See 

http://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/nationalstrategywildlifetrafficking.pdf.  

 

Immediately thereafter, the Service issued Director’s Order No. 210 to strengthen 

enforcement of existing laws and also announced a plan to amend the African Elephant 

special rule to tighten restrictions on import, export, and interstate commerce in ivory and 

hunting trophies. See http://www.fws.gov/international/travel-and-trade/ivory-ban-

questions-and-answers.html.  

 

One year later (on February 11, 2015, after no regulatory action from the Service), The 

International Fund for Animal Welfare, Humane Society International, The Humane 

Society of the United States, and The Fund for Animals (hereinafter “Petitioners”) 

petitioned the Service to reclassify the African Elephant (Loxodonta africana) from 

Threatened to Endangered under the ESA. On June 11, 2015, the Center for Biological 

Diversity submitted a petition to list African Elephants as two endangered species (Forest 

Elephants, Loxodonta cyclotis, and Savannah Elephants, Loxodonta africana).  The Service 

has not yet made a 90-day finding on either of these uplisting petitions. 16 U.S.C. § 

1533(b)(3). 

 

The ESA requires listing determinations to be made “solely on the basis of the best 

scientific and commercial data available...” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). See also TVA v. Hill, 

437 U.S. 153, 184 (1978) (the goal of the ESA is to “reverse the trend toward extinction, 

whatever the cost”); New Mexico Cattle Growers v. U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, 248 F.3d 

1277, 1284-85 (10th Cir. 2001) (quoting H.R. Rep. No. 97-567, pt. 1 at 29 (1982), “‘The 

addition of the word ‘solely’ is intended to remove from the process of listing or delisting of 

species any factor not related to the biological status of the species.’”); H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 

835, 97th Cong. 2d Sess. 19-20 (1982) (the limitations on the factors the Service may 

consider in making listing decisions were intended to “ensure that decisions . . . pertaining 

to listing . . . are based solely upon biological criteria and to prevent nonbiological 

considerations from affecting such decisions.”).  

 

Pursuant to the ESA (16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)) and implementing regulations (50 C.F.R. §§ 

17.21, 17.22), once the Service lists a species as endangered, individuals of the species are 

protected from import, export, take, interstate sale, and interstate commercial transport, 

except “for scientific purposes or to enhance the propagation or survival of the affected 

species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1539(a)(1)(A); 50 C.F.R. § 17.21(g)(1)(ii). As the plain language of the 

statute makes clear, enhancement authorization may only be issued for activities that 

positively benefit the species in the wild.  

 

For threatened species, the Service “shall issue such regulations as he deems necessary and 

advisable to provide for the conservation of such species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(d). The Service 

generally applies the same protections to threatened species as endangered species (50 

C.F.R. § 17.31), but certain species, like the African Elephant, are regulated under a special 

rule. Special rules must be designed and implemented to actually promote the conservation 

of the species. See Sierra Club v. Clark, 755 F.2d 608 (8th Cir. 1985). See also 16 U.S.C. § 

1531(b) (the primary purpose of the ESA is to “provide a program for the conservation of 

http://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/nationalstrategywildlifetrafficking.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/travel-and-trade/ivory-ban-questions-and-answers.html
http://www.fws.gov/international/travel-and-trade/ivory-ban-questions-and-answers.html
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such endangered species”); 16 U.S.C. § 1532(3) (the term “conservation” means “to use…all 

methods and procedures which are necessary to bring any endangered species or 

threatened species to the point at which the measures provided pursuant to this chapter 

are no longer necessary”).  

 

The current special rule fails to provide for the conservation of African Elephants, as 

required by law. Indeed, the current regulation fails to address the significant impact that 

Americans have on the imperilment of the species through a robust domestic market in 

elephant parts supplied by poaching, unsustainable trophy hunting, and other activities. 

Therefore, we strongly urge the Service to take immediate action to substantially increase 

its oversight of such activities. See also 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(6)(A)(i)(I) (providing that the 

Service shall finalize a proposed listing regulation within one year from the date it is 

published in the Federal Register). 

 

New Scientific Evidence Supports Increased Protection 

 

As discussed in the uplisting petition filed by Petitioners1 (attached and hereby 

incorporated by reference), the best available science shows that the African Elephant has 

suffered a population-wide decline of roughly 60% since the Service listed the African 

Elephant as Threatened in 1978. This sharp decline is a result of habitat loss, poaching, 

commercial exploitation, trophy hunting, human-elephant conflict, regional conflict and 

instability, and climate change, which, combined, put the species in danger of extinction. 

See 16 U.S.C. § 1533(a)(1)(A)-(E).2 Indeed, according to the Secretariat for the Convention 

on International Trade of Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES), “poaching 

numbers in Africa remain at levels that are unsustainable, with mortality exceeding the 

natural birth rate, resulting in an ongoing decline in African Elephant numbers.”3  

 

Indeed, since that petition was filed, additional scientific evidence has emerged 

demonstrating the dire plight of the species. For example, new studies confirm that 

elephants are losing habitat to expanding farmland and urban areas,4 severe drought in 

East Africa has negatively impacted elephant populations,5 and elephant populations are 

shrinking even within protected areas.6 While many large mammals suffer from the loss of 

wildlands, African Elephants are particularly imperiled due to overutilization for 

                                                           
1 Note that Petitioners do not include the Natural Resources Defense Council, a signatory of this 

letter. 
2 See also UNEP et al., A Rapid Response Assessment: Elephants in the Dust, the African Elephant 

Crisis. United Nations Environment Program. (2013), 

http://www.cites.org/common/resources/pub/Elephants_in_the_dust.pdf.  
3 CITES, Elephant Conservation, Illegal Killing, and Ivory Trade. (2014). 10. Available at 

http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf.   
4 Kioko, J., V. Herbert, D. Mwetta, Y. Kilango, M. Murphy-Williams, and C. Kiffner. (2015). 

Environmental correlates of African elephant (Loxodonta Africana) distribution in Manyara Area, 

Tanzania. Annual Research and Review in biology, 5, 147-154. 
5 Okello, M. M., L. Kenana, D. Muteti, F. Warinwa, J. W. Kiringe, N. W. Sitati, H. Maliti, E. Kanga, 

H. Kija, S. Bakari, P. Muruthi, S. Ndambuki, N. Gichohi, D. Kimutai, and M. Mwita. (2015). The 

status of key large mammals in the Kenya – Tanzania borderland: a comparative analysis and 

conservation implications. International Journal of Biodiversity Conservation, 7, 267-276. 
6 Mose, V. N., and D. Western. (2015). Spatial cluster analysis for large herbivore distributions: 

Amboseli ecosystem, Kenya. Ecological Informatics. 

http://www.cites.org/common/resources/pub/Elephants_in_the_dust.pdf
http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf
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commercial and recreational purposes. One new study evaluates the severe problem of 

poaching and retaliatory killings of elephants in Zambia;7 another concludes that elephant 

densities are lower in trophy hunting areas compared to a national park where trophy 

hunting is not permitted.8 By analyzing seized ivory, experts have identified poaching 

hotspots,9 such as Garamba National Park, where in just over two months in 2014 poachers 

killed 68 elephants using helicopters, grenades, and chainsaws.10  It is clearer than ever 

that the currently-legal trade in elephant ivory is facilitating illegal trade that is directly 

supplied by industrialized poaching.11 

 

Thus, Petitioners maintain their legal position that African Elephants should be protected 

as Endangered and that the Service must act to halt and reverse the current trends towards 

extinction by strictly regulating the significant American demand for elephant parts and 

products (including hunting trophies). We nevertheless provide comment on the Service’s 

proposed amendments to the special rule.  

 

Recommendations for Strengthening the Proposed Rule to Promote Conservation 

 

 

(1) Regulation of Elephant Trophies 

 

We applaud the Service for taking action through the Proposed Rule and import permit 

decisions to disincentivize the recreational killing of African Elephants by American trophy 

hunters. As discussed in Petitioners’ uplisting petition, the United States is one of the 

leading importers of African Elephants for hunting trophy purposes. This undermines 

elephant conservation, as explained in a recent scientific study, because range states may 

be setting unsustainably high hunting quotas: in the Greater Mapungubwe Transfrontier 

Conservation Area (managed by South Africa, Zimbabwe, and Botswana) scientists found 

that, in contrast to current hunting allowances, “only a small number of bulls (<10/year) 

could be hunted sustainably. At current rates of hunting, under average ecological 

conditions, trophy bulls will disappear from the population in less than 10 years.”12  

                                                           
7 Nyirenda, V. R., P. A. Lindsey, E. Phiri, I. Stevenson, C. Chomba, N. Namukonde, W. J. Myburgh, 

and B. K. Reilly. (2015). Trends in Illegal Killing of African Elephants (Loxodonta africana) in the 

Luangwa and Zambezi Ecosystems of Zambia. Environment and Natural Resources Research. 
8 Crosmary, W. G., S. D. Cote, and H. Fritz. (2015). Does trophy hunting matter to long-term 

population trends in African herbivores of different dietary guilds?. Animal Conservation, 18, 117-

130. 
9 Wasser, S. K., L. Brown, C. Mailand, S. Mondol, W. Clark, C. Laurie, and B. S. Weir. (2015). 

Genetic assignment of large seizures of elephant ivory reveals Africa’s major poaching hotspots. 

Science, 349, 84-87. 
10 Hance, J. (2015). Poaching onslaught in Garamba National Park: wildlife conservation. 

Environmental Management, Mar/Apr, 24-25. 
11 Bennett, E. L. (2015). Legal ivory trade in a corrupt world and its impact on African elephant 

populations. Conservation Biology, 29, 54-60; Smith, R. J., D. Biggs, F. A. V. St. John, M. Sas-Rolfes, 

and R. Barrington. (2015). Elephant conservation and corruption beyond the ivory trade. 

Conservation Biology, 29, 953-956. 
12 S. Selier et al. (2014), Sustainability of elephant hunting across international borders in southern 

Africa: A case study of the greater Mapungubwe Transfrontier Conservation Area. The Journal of 

Wildlife Management, 78: 122–132. Available at 

http://www.researchgate.net/publication/259539652_Sustainability_of_elephant_hunting_across_inte

http://www.researchgate.net/publication/259539652_Sustainability_of_elephant_hunting_across_international_borders_in_southern_Africa_A_case_study_of_the_greater_Mapungubwe_Transfrontier_Conservation_Area
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Because hunters target the biggest and strongest males, trophy hunting removes these 

animals from the breeding pool and unnaturally selects for smaller or weaker animals.13 In 

this way, trophy hunting can decrease genetic resilience which is needed for elephants to be 

able to adapt and survive challenges such as climate change and cause unnatural 

evolutionary impacts. For example, selective hunting likely increased the occurrence of 

mature female African Elephants (Loxodonta africana) lacking tusks from 10% to 38% in 

parts of Zambia over 20 years.14 

 

Another study reviewed the functioning of Zambia’s protected areas and game management 

areas (GMAs), where trophy hunting occurs.15 The authors found numerous problems that 

pertain to management of trophy hunting in GMAs including: uncontrolled human 

immigration and open access to wildlife; the Zambia Wildlife Authority (ZAWA) retains 

most of income derived from trophy hunting, little of this income goes to people living in 

GMAs with affluent community members benefiting most, and there are frequent financial 

irregularities associated with the distribution of this income; scouts employed in anti-

poaching in GMAs are poorly and irregularly paid, insufficiently trained and equipped, and 

inadequate in number; ZAWA is poorly funded, has an inadequate number of staff to 

protect elephants against poaching, has increased hunting quotas to unsustainable levels in 

GMAs in order to raise money (the authors state that ZAWA ‘are sometimes forced to make 

decisions to achieve financial survival at the expense of the wildlife they are mandated to 

conserve’), establishes trophy quotas arbitrarily, and does not monitor wildlife populations 

or trophies; and hunting concession agreements are not effectively enforced and 

unscrupulous concession operators are not adequately punished.  The authors blame these 

many failures for the low numbers and diversity of wildlife, including elephants.  

 

The Service itself has already found that elephant trophy hunting in Zimbabwe does not 

enhance the survival of the species there: 

 

“based on the information currently available to the Service on government 

efforts to manage elephant populations, efforts to address human-elephant 

conflicts and poaching, and the state of the hunting program within the 

country, and without current data on population numbers and trends being 

incorporated into a national management strategy or plan, the Service is 

unable to make a finding that sport-hunting in Zimbabwe is enhancing the 

survival of the species…”16 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
rnational_borders_in_southern_Africa_A_case_study_of_the_greater_Mapungubwe_Transfrontier_C

onservation_Area. 
13 Allendorf, F.W. and Hard, J.J. (2009). Human-induced evolution caused by unnatural selection 

through harvest of wild animals. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United 

States of America, 106, 9987-9994. 
14 Jachmann, H., Berry, P.S.M., and Imae, H. (1995). Tusklessness in African Elephants: a future 

trend. African Journal of Ecology, 33, 230-235. DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-2028.1995.tb00800.x 
15 Lindsey, P. A., Nyirenda, V. R., Barnes, J. I., Becker, M. S., McRobb, R., Tambling, C. J., ... & 

t’Sas-Rolfes, M. (2014). Underperformance of African Protected Area Networks and the Case for New 

Conservation Models: Insights from Zambia. PloS one, 9(5), e94109. 
16 80 Fed. Reg. 42524 (July 17, 2015).  See also 79 Fed. Reg. 44459 (July 31, 2014) (“Without 

management plans with specific goals and actions that are measurable and reports on the progress 

of meeting these goals, the Service cannot determine if…Zimbabwe is implementing, on a national 

http://www.researchgate.net/publication/259539652_Sustainability_of_elephant_hunting_across_international_borders_in_southern_Africa_A_case_study_of_the_greater_Mapungubwe_Transfrontier_Conservation_Area
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/259539652_Sustainability_of_elephant_hunting_across_international_borders_in_southern_Africa_A_case_study_of_the_greater_Mapungubwe_Transfrontier_Conservation_Area
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Similarly, the Service has found that elephant trophy hunting in Tanzania does not 

enhance the survival of the species because questionable management practices, a lack of 

effective law enforcement, and weak governance have resulted in uncontrolled poaching 

and catastrophic elephant population declines in Tanzania.17 The Service has previously 

rejected attempts to import trophies from Zambia due to similar concerns of 

mismanagement including inconsistencies in reported elephant population estimates, 

failure to comply with monitoring requirements, absence of government funding for 

elephant protection, and lack of effective anti-poaching measures.18 Further, it does not 

appear that the Service has made enhancement findings for elephant trophy imports from 

either Mozambique or Cameroon. 

 

Not only is there significant concern regarding the sustainability of African Elephant 

trophy hunting, but also the notion that trophy hunting supports local communities to the 

benefit of wildlife conservation is largely unsupported.  According to an IUCN analysis from 

2009,19 big-game hunting only provided one job for every 10,000 inhabitants in the area 

studied,20 and many of these jobs were temporary seasonal positions like opening the trails 

at the start of the hunting season. Trophy hunting fails to create a significant number of 

permanent jobs, but ecotourism offers a possible solution. Consider the Okavango in 

Botswana where, as of 2009, a safari ecotourism tourism park provided 39 times the 

number of jobs than would big-game hunting on an area of equal size. Another example is 

the Luangwa National Park in Zambia, which produced twice the number of jobs provided 

by Benin and Burkina Faso’s trophy hunting sector combined in 2007. The IUCN also found 

that Africa’s 11 main big-game hunting countries only contributed an average of 0.6% to the 

national GDP as of 2009. Of this marginal profit, studies suggest that as little as 3-5% of 

trophy hunting revenues are actually shared with local communities.21,22 

 

The proposed import of all African Elephant trophies must be strictly scrutinized to 

determine whether the hunt actually enhanced the survival of the species. We are pleased 

that the Service has proposed to amend the special rule to require import permits for all 

trophies (rightfully rebutting the presumption in 16 U.S.C. § 1538(c) to apply the ESA 

permitting provisions to CITES Appendix II elephants, as well as CITES Appendix I 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
scale, appropriate management measures for its elephant populations.”); 79 Fed. Reg. 26986 (May 

12, 2014); http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-March-2015-elephant-

Zimbabwe.pdf; http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-July-2014-elephant-

Zimbabwe.pdf.  
17 See http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-2015-elephant-Tanzania.PDF; 

http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-2014-elephant-Tanzania.PDF.  
18 See Marcum v. Salazar, 810 F.Supp.2d 56, 63 (D.D.C. 2011); Marcum v. Salazar, 694 F.3d 123 

(D.C.Cir. 2012). 
19 IUCN. (2009). Programme Afrique Centrale et Occidentale. Big Game Hunting in West Africa. 

What is its contribution to conservation? 
20 South Africa, Namibia, Tanzania, Botswana, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Burkina, and 

Benin. 
21 Economists at Large. (2013). The $200 million question: How much does trophy hunting really 

contribute to African communities? A report for the African Lion Coalition, prepared by Economists 

at Large, Melbourne, Australia. 
22 Sachedina, H.T. 2008. “Wildlife Is Our Oil : Conservation, Livelihoods and NGOs in the Tarangire 

Ecosystem, Tanzania.” University of Oxford. PhD. Thesis. 

http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-March-2015-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-March-2015-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-July-2014-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-July-2014-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-2015-elephant-Tanzania.PDF
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-2014-elephant-Tanzania.PDF
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elephants).  The permitting process is essential to ensure that trophy imports are analyzed 

under the enhancement standard, and we strongly encourage the Service to publish notice 

and accept public comment on all applications for African Elephant trophy imports to 

ensure that the enhancement analysis is based on the best available science.  

 

We also applaud the Service for attempting to ensure that trophy hunting does not 

contribute to commercial trade in ivory derived from trophy tusks; however, we are deeply 

concerned that the Proposed Rule does not do enough to regulate the activity of Americans 

engaged in elephant trophy hunting, as the Proposed Rule establishes an arbitrary and 

capricious “quota” for trophy imports.  Specifically, the Proposed Rule (50 C.F.R. § 

17.40(e)(6)(E)) provides that “No more than two African Elephant sport-hunted trophies 

[can be] imported by any hunter in a calendar year.” 

 

The Service has a statutory burden to demonstrate that every provision of the special rule 

is “necessary and advisable to provide for the conservation” of African Elephants. 16 U.S.C. 

§ 1533(d). Further, the Service must “articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action 

including a ‘rational connection between the facts found and the choice made.’” Motor 

Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983). In 

the Proposed Rule, the Service has articulated that establishing a quota is necessary to 

limit the quantity of elephant tusks that one person imports, in order to restrict the ability 

to import “commercial quantities of ivory as sport-hunted trophies.” 80 Fed. Reg. at 45165.  

But the Service has articulated no explanation for why allowing two trophies per hunter 

per year—the equivalent of each hunter killing two elephants per year – would not create a 

risk of allowing commercial quantities of ivory to be imported (e.g., four tusks can generate 

substantial amounts of valuable ivory products on an annual basis).   

 

Further, given the negative impacts that trophy hunting has on elephant conservation, it is 

arbitrary and capricious for the Service to assert that allowing every American to kill two 

African Elephants each year is necessary and advisable for elephant conservation. Based on 

the Service’s current position, there are only a few countries from which U.S. hunters can 

source elephant trophies (e.g., South Africa and Namibia), but the Service does not appear 

to have considered how its proposed trophy quota would impact the populations within 

those countries (as opposed to impacts on the species across its range). Therefore, we 

strongly urge the Service to remove the quota language from the Proposed Rule, replacing 

that language with a new § 17.40(e)(6)(E) to read: “A determination is made that the 

import, when combined with any previous import by the same importer, is not likely to 

result in commercial quantities of ivory being imported.”  

 

The Service should evaluate each proposed trophy import on a case-by-case basis under the 

enhancement standard, which is unlikely to result in the allowance of more than one 

elephant trophy import per hunter per lifetime, if any. Threatened species permits, which 

the Service has proposed to apply to African Elephant trophy imports, can only be issued 

for conservation purposes. 16 U.S.C. § 1531(c)(1) (FWS “shall seek to conserve endangered 

and threatened species and shall utilize [its] authorities in furtherance of the purpose[]” of 

the ESA, i.e., conservation, 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b)). In deciding whether to issue a threatened 

species permit, the Service must consider “[t]he probable direct and indirect effect which 

issuing the permit would have on the wild populations of the wildlife sought to be covered 

by the permit;” “[w]hether the permit . . . would in any way, directly or indirectly, conflict 

with any known program intended to enhance the survival probabilities of the population 
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from which the wildlife sought to be covered by the permit was or would be removed;” 

“whether the purpose for which the permit is required would be likely to reduce the threat 

of extinction facing the species”; “[t]he opinions or views of scientists or other persons or 

organizations having expertise concerning the wildlife or other matters germane to the 

application;” and “[w]hether the expertise, facilities, or other resources available to the 

applicant appear adequate to successfully accomplish the objectives stated in the 

application.”  50 C.F.R. § 17.32(a)(2). 

 

Before issuing a threatened species permit for the import of an elephant trophy, the Service 

must evaluate whether the source country has established a scientifically based 

management program that is developed and implemented to promote the conservation of 

the species in each management area.  We recommend that the Service determine on a 

regular basis (e.g., annually or every 3 years) whether it could make an enhancement 

finding for each country where elephant hunting occurs. In order to facilitate that 

evaluation, the Service should adopt criteria that range state and management area plans 

must meet and formal guidance on how permit biologists should evaluate each application 

to import an elephant trophy. For example, the range state from which the trophy 

originated must: 

 

 Have an approved and current national elephant management plan, which develops 

and implements conservation activities for specific elephant conservation units and 

works in concert with regional elephant management plans. Such national 

management plans should be developed using the IUCN SSC guidelines for strategic 

conservation planning, based on scientific information, and implemented in a 

manner that benefits the species and provides economic incentives for local 

communities to protect and expand African Elephant habitat. 

 Have up-to-date estimates on elephant distribution range, abundance, and status. 

 Observe a precautionary approach to establishing hunting quotas given current 

elephant population trends. 

 Carry a credible capacity to monitor and manage elephant populations in order to 

maintain healthy numbers and genetic diversity. 

 Appoint an identified national elephant plan coordinator. 

 Have an understanding of the biological needs of the species, as informed by the best 

available science. 

 Have sound law enforcement capabilities to deter or punish illegal retaliatory 

killings. 

 Involve local communities in elephant protection and humane conflict mitigation 

strategies.  

 Implement a human-elephant conflict management plan (including rapid response, 

mitigation approaches, a training component, education). 

 Actively promote wildlife-integrated land-use to ensure land-use planning does not 

negatively impact elephant conservation. 

 Achieve conservation targets within identified time frames. 

 Document the achievement of stated goals and monitor and evaluate the 

implementation of the plan, and adapt it as necessary. 

 Be in compliance with all international, regional and national commitments, 

agreements and regulations relating to wildlife (and specifically elephant) 

conservation, including (but not limited to) CITES. 
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 Have enacted laws and provided ample resources for enforcement against illegal 

trade in elephants and their parts. 

 Cooperate with neighboring countries for transboundary elephant population 

conservation and monitoring. 

 Have a system for measuring good governance when it comes to wildlife 

conservation/protection policy making and its implementation (for example, 

transparency International’s corruption perception index). 

 Have credible policies for managing any hunting offtake, including: 

o A science-based system for establishing hunting quotas which is 

demonstrably sustainable at a population level; 

o Price-setting (taxes and minimum number of safari days) and a system of 

concession leasing that increase the value of elephants across Africa (no 

competition on price); 

o Hunting moratoria for any declining populations; 

o A verifiable and enforceable mechanism to ensure no subadults or females 

are taken; 

o An adaptive management  policy of monitoring the impacts of the removal of 

individuals on remaining populations , and adjusting quotas accordingly; and  

o A demonstrable commitment to ensure proceeds of trophy hunting are used 

to benefit wildlife (and specifically elephant) conservation and communities 

living with wildlife. 

We applaud the Service for being mindful of not opening a loophole for the ivory market 

through trophy trade and prohibiting the import of antique trophies. We also applaud the 

Service for prohibiting interstate and foreign commerce in imported trophies and 

prohibiting the export of raw ivory from trophies. We similarly urge the Service to prohibit 

the export of worked ivory derived from trophies (as discussed further below). 

 

(2) Regulation of Ivory Trade 

 

We applaud the Service for taking robust action to address the domestic trade in African 

Elephant ivory. But we strongly urge the Service to take additional steps to strictly prohibit 

the import, export, interstate sale, and interstate commercial transport in African Elephant 

ivory, allowing such activity only for scientific purposes or enhancement purposes or if the 

ESA exemptions for antique or Pre-Act ivory apply. The Proposed Rule makes clear that the 

AECA continues to limit the scope of ivory imports even if such action is not prohibited by 

the ESA, but additional ESA action is needed. 

 

Analysis of international and domestic trade in African Elephants and their parts clearly 

shows that the species is in danger of extinction due to overutilization for commercial and 

recreational purposes, including activity that is currently legal.  Original analysis from 

Petitioners’ uplisting petition shows that between 2003 and 2012, net imports from all 

sources and for all legal purposes represented approximately 49,501 African Elephants in 

international trade. Net United States imports from all sources and for all legal purposes 

represented approximately 8,119 African Elephants in international trade (16.4% of total 

trade). From 2010-2012 alone, Americans legally imported approximately 22,500 pounds of 

ivory specimens. 
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While international ivory trade that is currently legal can be monitored via the CITES 

trade database, illegal trade is more difficult to precisely quantify. But there is a clear link 

between legal trade and illegal trade (as detailed in Petitioners’ uplisting petition).  For 

example, the CITES decisions to approve sales of stockpiled ivory from Botswana, Namibia, 

Zimbabwe, and South Africa to Japan and China23 stimulated international demand for 

elephant parts and has created confusion amongst consumers about the legal status of the 

elephant products in trade.24 After the 2008 sale, there was an immediate and 

unprecedented spike in international trade in ivory, and net imports of African Elephant 

specimens have grown substantially since then.  

 

Federal law enforcement officials routinely seize shipments of ivory directly from Africa, 

proving that the United States is an end market for illegal ivory products.25 The United 

States plays a significant role in the overutilization of the species—large amounts of ivory 

are offered for sale on the domestic market that appear to have been carved after the 1989 

CITES Appendix I listing,  implying that they were illegally imported.26  

 

The African Elephant is in danger of extinction due to this overutilization for commercial 

and recreational purposes, and elephant poaching to supply this demand has reached an 

unsustainable level.27  Therefore, increased oversight of the international and domestic 

trade in ivory (and other elephant parts and products) is necessary to bring the African 

Elephant back from the brink of extinction.    

 

A. The Service Must Adopt Strict Regulations for the Domestic Ivory Market 

 

We applaud the Service for finally proposing to strictly regulate the United States domestic 

ivory market, which is clearly significant in size and global influence. In addition to the 

evidence noted above of copious legal ivory imports into the United States, a 2015 report 

authored by Daniel Stiles (one of the few experts proficient at visually dating ivory28) and 

commissioned by the Natural Resources Defense Council strongly suggests that the vast 

majority of ivory offered for sale in the San Francisco and Los Angeles markets may have 

been derived from recently-killed elephants (and thus may have been imported illegally).29  

 

                                                           
23 CITES, Illegal ivory trade driven by unregulated domestic markets, 4 Oct. 2002, available at 

http://www.cites.org/eng/news/pr/2002/021004_ivory.shtml. 
24 CITES, Ivory Auctions Raise 15 Million U.S.D. for Elephant Conservation, 

http://www.cites.org/eng/news/pr/2008/081107_ivory.shtml.  
25 See Beth Allgood, et al., U.S. Ivory Trade: Can a Crackdown on Trafficking Save the Last Titan?, 

20 Animal L. 27, 36 (2013).  
26 D. Stiles & E. Martin, The U.S.A’s Ivory Markets—How Much a Threat to Elephants?, 45 

Pachyderm 67 (July 2008–June 2009), available at 

www.pachydermjournal.org/index.php/pachy/article/view/13/52. 
27 CITES, Elephant Conservation, Illegal Killing, and Ivory Trade. (2014). 10. Available at 

http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf. 
28See, e.g., Daniel Stiles. 2014.The big ivory apple. Natural History. Available at 

http://www.naturalhistorymag.com/perspectives/292575/the-big-ivory-apple; Esmond Martin and 

Daniel Stiles. 2008. Ivory markets in the USA. Care for the Wild International and Save the 

Elephants.   
29 Daniel Stiles. (2015). Elephant Ivory Trafficking in California, USA, available at 

http://docs.nrdc.org/wildlife/files/wil_15010601a.pdf.  

http://www.cites.org/eng/news/pr/2002/021004_ivory.shtml
http://www.cites.org/eng/news/pr/2008/081107_ivory.shtml
http://www.pachydermjournal.org/index.php/pachy/article/view/13/52
http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf
http://www.naturalhistorymag.com/perspectives/292575/the-big-ivory-apple
http://docs.nrdc.org/wildlife/files/wil_15010601a.pdf
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Our organizations have reviewed the comments that Stiles submitted on this Proposed Rule 

and strongly disagree with his argument that the United States lacks a sizable ivory 

market. Such a conclusion is also contrary to Stiles’ previous work. Stiles is now taking the 

position that the United States ivory market is insignificant, that his past surveys are 

baseless, and that “no conclusions should be drawn about what percentage of ivory in the 

USA is legal or illegal based on visual examination.” While we understand that dating ivory 

items based solely on visual inspection is difficult, Stiles’ 2015 report clearly concludes that 

the majority of ivory he observed in California was likely illegally sourced: 

 

"[B]etween 77% and 90% of the ivory surveyed in Los Angeles was likely illegal under 

California law and 47-60% could have been illegal under federal law. However, it is 

possible that some could have been produced in the United States from old raw ivory 

already in the country before 1989 . . . 80% of the ivory seen in San Francisco was likely 

illegal under California law and 52% could have been illegal under federal law."30  

 

Even if this is only a rough estimate, the results are disturbing and indicate that 

California’s ivory market is clearly a contributor to the elephant poaching crisis. The 

conclusion that much of California’s ivory market is comprised of illegal ivory is supported 

by the evidence that many of the ivory items found in California were fake antiques whose 

true nature had been disguised by staining, cracking, and chipping them to look old.31 As 

Stiles stated of ivory in Los Angeles: “Many of the claimed ‘antiques’ were obvious fakes 

that had been stained and artificially aged, based on visual inspection.”32  He also found 

that illegal ivory was disguised by deliberately mixing it with resin, bone, and legal sources 

of ivory such as mammoth.33 For example, in two of the stores he visited he could not count 

the number of elephant ivory pieces because the store owners had mixed them in with 

mammoth, hippo, and bone pieces.34 Two other vendors stated that all of the several 

hundred items on display were either legal ivory imported prior to 1989, or non-elephant 

ivory, although that would mean that the pieces had all been in inventory for at least 25 

years without selling, which is highly unlikely.35  

 

Stiles also now suggests that consumer demand for ivory in the United States is decreasing. 

While it is true that the 2015 report found that California’s ivory market has decreased in 

size, this does not mean that demand has subsided. Indeed, in the 2015 report, Stiles found 

the opposite to be true, stating that “[c]onsumer demand for ivory in California remains 

high” and that “[a]lmost all vendors who were asked stated that demand has not 

                                                           
30 Stiles (2015) at 11, 13. 
31 Id. at 10. 
32 Id. at 11.  In one Los Angeles store “[The] vendor claimed that 41 of the 96 pieces of African ivory 

he offered for sale were made by a particular ethnic group in Africa. To verify this, the investigator 

contacted Professor Doran Ross, an African art expert from the University of California Los Angeles 

(UCLA) and Director Emeritus of UCLA’s Fowler Museum, who examined the pieces. He concluded 

that of the 96 African ivory pieces, ‘[a]ll but five or six . . . are ludicrous fakes.’ (D. Ross, personal 

communication, April 11, 2014). Professor Ross, who has extensive experience studying the art of 

this ethnic group and whose museum has the world’s largest collection of art from this ethnic group, 

stated that the pieces were ‘cartoons… [and] are profoundly insulting jokes on any sincere 

consideration of ‘traditional,’ ‘antique,’ or ‘ancient’ African art.’” Id.   
33 Id. at 6-7. 
34 Id. at 13. 
35 Id. at 12.   
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dropped.”36 Instead, Stiles attributed the decline in California’s ivory market to the very 

thing he advocates against in his comments: stricter laws and regulations. As he wrote in 

the 2015 report:  

 

“Based on the investigator’s conversations with ivory vendors, it appears that the 

decline in ivory is, at least in part, due to increased awareness amongst vendors that 

there are legal problems pertaining to the sale of ivory, and that these could become 

more severe.”37  

 

Stiles also now argues that many of the new-looking ivory items in the United States could 

actually be carved from the “tons of legal raw ivory in the U.S.” and thus may be legal to 

sell. However, this statement conflicts with his 2015 finding that “[b]ased on the style of the 

possibly illegal worked ivory . . . it originated, in order of proportion, from East Asia, Africa, 

and Europe."38 Finally, Stiles asserts that the United States lacks a sizable ivory market by 

claiming that little raw ivory enters the United States, relative to the country’s size and 

economy. However, information from the CITES database, as detailed above, clearly shows 

that thousands of tusks (representing hundreds of dead elephants) were imported in recent 

years, in addition to all of the worked ivory imported, which also has negative conservation 

impacts when sourced through poached elephants. Thus, we encourage the Service to 

disregard Stiles’ comments on this Proposed Rule due to lack of consistency. 

 

The current special rule does not regulate the domestic ivory market, and it is imperative 

that the Service apply the ESA prohibitions on interstate commerce to African Elephants in 

order to promote the conservation of the species, as required by law. While the Proposed 

Rule describes an impressive list of prosecutions against elephant ivory traffickers, 

primarily under the Lacey Act,39 the Service must do more than focus on large scale 

smuggling of ivory and must address the rampant interstate trade in ivory, which has a 

substantial negative cumulative impact on elephant conservation.  The United States must 

take a leadership role on curtailing the trade in elephant products not only to address the 

domestic demand for ivory but also to enhance the ongoing collaboration with other 

consumer nations (such as China) to signal that collective action is needed to conserve this 

iconic species. 

 

B. Comments on the Proposed De Minimis Exception for Interstate Commerce 

 

As demonstrated in Petitioners’ uplisting petition, the Service should strictly prohibit 

interstate commerce in African Elephant ivory, as it does currently with Asian elephant 

ivory.  If the Service proceeds with amending the special rule under the current Threatened 

listing (as opposed to uplisting the species to Endangered), we request that the broad de 

minimis exemption be removed or significantly tightened (i.e., limited to de minimis 

musical instruments only).   

 

While the Service posits that the de minimis exemption described in the Proposed Rule 

applies to a “very narrow class of items” that does not contribute to the poaching of 

                                                           
36 Id. at 15. 
37 Id. at 16. 
38 Id. at 15. 
39 80 Fed. Reg. at 45158-9. 
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elephants, we believe that this exception has negative ramifications beyond those foreseen 

by the Service, and should therefore be removed  for three main reasons.40  

 

First, by allowing unfettered interstate trade in de minimis ivory items, the Service fails to 

comply with the ESA’s requirement that special rules be “necessary and advisable to 

provide for the conservation of such species.” 16 U.S.C. 1533(d). The proposed de minimis 

exception is neither necessary nor advisable. For example, in contrast to other special rules 

that are designed to “incentivize proactive conservation efforts,”41 the Service’s proposal to 

allow unregulated interstate sale (without permits) in a significant number of small ivory 

pieces would not encourage conservation and instead is designed primarily to minimize 

political opposition to the regulation. Permitting an individual in the United States to buy 

an item with a de minimis amount of ivory will not make that individual more likely to 

contribute to elephant conservation in the long-term.  

 

Second, the proposed de minimis exception would create substantial enforcement 

difficulties and contribute to the threats facing the species’ continued existence.  The 

exception would allow a robust market in ivory to persist and create a cover for illegal trade 

in ivory sourced directly through poaching. Lack of public awareness regarding the 

elephant poaching crisis and the United States’ role in it has significantly contributed to 

illegal sales in this country. Under the current system, legal ivory goods are sold alongside 

illegal goods, causing consumers to (mistakenly) believe that all ivory trade is legal. By 

allowing significant ivory trade to continue, the de minimis provision in the Proposed Rule 

would perpetuate this consumer confusion and make it more likely that the status quo will 

continue.  

 

Third, the de minimis exception would create problematic precedent for other ivory-

consuming nations, providing a roadmap for carving out exceptions from current and/or 

future efforts to restrict the ivory trade, to the detriment of elephant conservation. The 

importance of domestic action as it relates to diplomatic efforts overseas cannot be 

overstated, and in order to ensure that the Proposed Rule is “advisable” to provide for 

elephant conservation the Service must take a strong stance to stop ivory sales. The weaker 

the United States rules, the less credibility the Administration will have to encourage 

strong rules elsewhere. In particular, we are concerned about the influence such an 

exception may have on China, which is home to the world’s largest ivory trade. On 

September 25, 2015, President Obama and China’s President Xi Jinping made a joint 

commitment to halt their domestic ivory markets,42 and China previously announced that it 

would phase out domestic manufacture and sales of ivory and ban commercial ivory 

imports.43 However, past regulatory action in that country has included an ill-conceived 

registration system, premised on the idea that a certain class of items was acceptable to 

sell. The United States should not send the message to China and other consumer nations 

that exempting certain items from a general ban is acceptable. 

                                                           
40 80 Fed. Reg. at 45163. 
41 http://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/factsheets/ESA%20SpecialRules%20Factsheet_020714.pdf.  
42 https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2015/09/25/fact-sheet-president-xi-jinpings-state-visit-

united-states.  
43 Karl Mathiesen. May 29, 2015. China agrees to phase out its ivory industry to combat elephant 

poaching. The Guardian. Available at http://www.theguardian.com/environment/2015/may/29/china-

agrees-to-phase-out-its-ivory-industry-to-combat-elephant-poaching. 

http://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/factsheets/ESA%20SpecialRules%20Factsheet_020714.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2015/09/25/fact-sheet-president-xi-jinpings-state-visit-united-states
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2015/09/25/fact-sheet-president-xi-jinpings-state-visit-united-states
http://www.theguardian.com/environment/2015/may/29/china-agrees-to-phase-out-its-ivory-industry-to-combat-elephant-poaching
http://www.theguardian.com/environment/2015/may/29/china-agrees-to-phase-out-its-ivory-industry-to-combat-elephant-poaching
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If the Service does decide to adopt a de minimis exception, we would strongly encourage it 

to be limited to musical instruments (which appears to be the primary intended purpose of 

the provision) and not to relax the criteria in any way in the Final Rule. In particular, it is 

extremely important that the de minimis exception continue to prohibit items made wholly 

or primarily of ivory (criterion IV), since much of the illegal market is comprised of such 

items – mainly trinkets, figurines, and netsuke – and this criterion is a commonsense way 

of ensuring that smaller ivory items are not given an easier path to market. It is also 

crucial that the de minimis exception continue to require that the ivory be a fixed 

component of the item (criterion III) in order to prevent sellers from skirting this restriction 

by pairing an ivory product with another, larger item of marginal value. The other criteria 

are all reasonable elements that, if enforced, would be an improvement on the regulatory 

status quo. 

 

Moreover, we recommend that the Service strengthen the de minimis exception in several 

ways to prevent abuse. First, the Service should further restrict the date of import 

requirement for de minimis items. The de minimis exception contained in the Proposed 

Rule allows commerce in items if the ivory was imported into the United States prior to 

January 18, 1990 (for items located within the United States) or removed from the wild 

prior to February 26, 1976 (if the item was imported into the United States). We believe 

that the Service should change the former to 1976 as well to help ensure that only de 

minimis items with old ivory are being sold under the de minimis exception. Second, the 

Service should publish a comprehensive list of the types of documentation that may be used 

to prove that an item qualifies under this exception. Third, given that the Proposed Rule 

states that the Service will accept “qualified appraisal[s]” as proof of provenance, the 

Service should review its policy for qualified appraisers to prevent fraud. As we learned 

while working on ivory legislation in New York State, which previously relied heavily on 

appraisals as proof of age, the appraisal system is fraught with abuse: although appraisers 

can examine the style, condition, price, and information from the seller, they often cannot 

determine the date of acquisition. As stated by Norman Sandfield, a member of the 

International Ivory Society and International Society of Appraisers: 

 

“[A]s a dealer in ivory products, I am not sure how I would respond to a customer who 

asked for a written statement from the seller that clearly states the ivory sold is not 

restricted. Anything I give the customer would have no legal standing (except to 

possibly embarrass me in the future), and I have no authority to issue any paperwork 

with legal standing on ivory issues. Most collectors and dealers of ivory with whom I 

have talked believe that they have acquired all of their ivory legally, but would be hard 

pressed to prove it with the necessary paperwork.”44  

 

One way in which to prevent abuse of the appraisal process would be to strengthen the 

Service’s policy and oversight regarding the qualifications of these appraisers.  

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
44 Norman Sandfield, lIS Newsletter 2002-45. 
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C. The Final Rule Should Not Contain An Exception for Museums 

 

The ESA provides that the term “commercial activity” means “all activities of industry and 

trade, including, but not limited to, the buying or selling of commodities and activities 

conducted for the purpose of facilitating such buying and selling: Provided, however, That it 

does not include exhibition of commodities by museums or similar cultural or historical 

organizations.” 16 U.S.C. § 1532. This definition is directly relevant for the analysis of 

whether a particular specimen qualifies for the ESA Pre-Act exception for prohibited 

activities (16 U.S.C. § 1538(b)) and to the scope of the prohibition on interstate transport 

when there is no sale (16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)(1)(E)). 

 

In the Proposed Rule, the Service solicits comments on whether the Final Rule should 

contain a total exception to the prohibition on interstate commerce (including direct sale) in 

elephant ivory for museums.45 We strongly oppose such an exception for two reasons. 

 

First, a museum exception for the interstate trade of elephant ivory is unnecessary given 

the antiques exception contained in the ESA, and even more unnecessary if the Final Rule 

contains the de minimis exception included in the Proposed Rule. Indeed, these exceptions 

combined cover a broad swath of items: both antique items and newer items containing a 

small amount of ivory. It is difficult to fathom any ivory items that a museum would have a 

legitimate interest in selling that are not covered by these exceptions. Examples of items 

that could not be sold interstate include some jewelry pieces, ivory chess sets, and ivory 

figurines that were sourced from recently-killed elephants. These items are not of historical 

or educational value, which is the primary purpose of legitimate museums. 

 

Second, entities purporting to be museums (a term which is not defined in the ESA) could 

abuse a museum exception to perpetuate the trade in elephant ivory in a manner that 

undermines elephant conservation. For instance, in 2007, Sacramento State University’s 

then-president wrote to the Tanzanian government to secure special access for two avid 

trophy hunters from California – Paul and Renee Snider – to kill more than 80 species of 

animals for a new “natural history museum”, to be paid for with a reported $2.4 million 

donation from the couple.46 If the Sniders’ personal collection of trophies were considered a 

museum, they would be allowed to sell ivory sourced from unsustainably hunted elephants, 

to the detriment of elephant conservation. 

 

D. The Service Should Not Broaden Exemptions for The Export of Ivory 

 

In the Proposed Rule, the Service solicits information regarding whether to broaden the 

exemptions it has developed for the noncommercial import and export of worked ivory.47 We 

believe the Service should not broaden the proposed exemptions. 

 

With regards to exports, the Proposed Rule would limit ivory exports by (1) restricting 

commercial exports of worked ivory to antiques only, and (2) restricting noncommercial 

exports of worked ivory to that which qualifies as antique, Pre-Act, law enforcement and 

                                                           
45 80 Fed. Reg. at 45163. 
46 Jennifer Fearing, Cecil the Lion’s Awful Death Should End Trophy Hunting, Sacramento Bee, 

Aug. 3, 2015, available at http://www.sacbee.com/opinion/op-ed/soapbox/article29887975.html.  
47 80 Fed. Reg. at 45170.  

http://www.sacbee.com/opinion/op-ed/soapbox/article29887975.html
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bona fide scientific specimens, and ivory legally acquired and removed from the wild prior 

to February 26, 1976 that is either part of a household move or inheritance, musical 

instrument, or traveling exhibition.48  

 

These changes would limit the ability of brokers to purchase large quantities of worked 

ivory in the United States at stores and auctions for export, thereby stimulating 

international demand for ivory that is often met through poaching. According to data 

collected by the International Fund for Animal Welfare, from 2009 to 2012, 6,753 

supposedly legal ivory objects were exported or seized on attempted export from the United 

States, approximately 250 of which were seized before they were actually exported.49 Many 

of these exports were likely by foreign buyers who traveled to the United States to buy ivory 

due to the fact that it is much less expensive here than in China, which has the world’s 

largest ivory market.50 In a 2015 report commissioned by the Natural Resources Defense 

Council on California’s ivory market, the investigator was told by an established ivory 

collector informant that he had attended several auctions conducted by a California gallery 

that included ivory lots.51 Many foreigners attended, some with interpreters, and the ivory 

lots always sold out, with many being purchased by telephone bidders.52 Similarly, a 2014 

report by the International Fund for Animal Welfare found that a significant proportion of 

ivory buyers at U.S. auctions are males of Asian descent.53 The report stated that “[i]n at 

least two of the auction galleries visited, the owners were Chinese, and several auction 

websites posted their catalogs and other promotional materials in Chinese.”54 Even 

reputable auction houses have been responsible for exporting illegal ivory for buyers under 

the pretense of legality. Indeed, according to Service data on ivory seizures, Sotheby’s 

attempted to export a number of the ivory exports seized between 2009 and 2012.55 And in 

2013, ivory vendors in New York City stated that between 2009 and 2011 Chinese buyers 

visited their stores and bought almost everything on display.56  

 

The modifications to export rules contained in the Proposed Rule are also important in the 

context of Chinese policy. Indeed, as the top ivory-consuming nation, China must ban 

export of ivory to both curb its domestic market and to prevent other countries from 

assuming its role in ivory demand. The United States must show leadership in this area to 

continue encouraging other countries like China to enact stringent regulations on the ivory 

market.  

 

 

 

 

                                                           
48 80 Fed. Reg. at 45174. 
49 International Fund for Animal Welfare. (2014) Bidding Against Survival: The Elephant Poaching 

Crisis and the Role of Auctions in the U.S. Ivory Market at 8. Available at 

http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-Ivory-Auctions-bidding-against-survival-aug-

2014_0.pdf. 
50 Stiles (2015) at 15.  
51 Id. 
52 Id. at 15.  
53 IFAW (2014) at 22. 
54 Id.  
55 IFAW (2014) at 14.  
56 Stiles (2014) at 15. 

http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-Ivory-Auctions-bidding-against-survival-aug-2014_0.pdf
http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-Ivory-Auctions-bidding-against-survival-aug-2014_0.pdf
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(3) Regulation of Other Elephant Parts 

 

The United States continues to be a major importer of elephant parts and products in 

addition to trophies and ivory. As detailed in Petitioners’ uplisting petition, between 2003 

and 2012, this included small leather products (57,844 specimens), ivory carvings (56,204 

specimens), and skins (33,184 specimens). United States imports of these parts over the 

period studied far exceed those of other countries (approximate 44% of global total).  

Further, the number of African Elephant skins imported to the United States is 

dramatically increasing (from an average of 797 per year to an average of 2,123 per year in 

recent years). This is likely in part due to burgeoning demand for shoes made from elephant 

leather. The Service asserts that regulating such activity is not necessary because “there is 

no information to indicate that…commercial use of elephant parts and products other than 

ivory has had any effect on the rates or patterns of illegal killing of elephants and the 

illegal trade in ivory.”57 However, even if ivory is the primary motivation for elephant 

poaching, regulating the international and domestic trade in other elephant parts will 

ensure that the new restrictions on the ivory market do not have the impact of incentivizing 

killing elephants for other valuable parts. Further, the Service ignores the broader negative 

impact that commercialization of wildlife parts has on public perception of the need to 

conserve imperiled species. Therefore, we strongly urge the Service to regulate interstate 

and foreign commerce in all African Elephant parts and products in order to provide for the 

conservation of the species. 

 

(4) Regulation of Live Elephants 

 

We applaud the Service for proposing to amend the special rule to apply the take 

prohibition to live African Elephants in captivity in the United States. 

 

As the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries Service have 

repeatedly acknowledged, when a species, subspecies, or distinct population segment is 

listed, such listing clearly applies to any individual of the listed entity, whether living in 

captivity58 or in the wild. See 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b) (making clear that the take prohibition 

applies to captive animals regardless of the date of listing); 16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)(1) 

(prohibiting the take of “any” endangered species); H.R. Rep. No. 93-412 (1973) (“[t]he term 

‘fish or wildlife’ means all wild animals, whether or not raised in captivity”); 42 Fed. Reg. 

28052 (June 1, 1977) (“captive individuals provide gene pools that deserve continued 

preservation, and such individuals make it possible to re-establish or rejuvenate wild 

populations,” and “[f]or these reasons, the Service will continue to enforce the stringent 

prohibitions of the Act as they relate to captive individuals of a species that is endangered 

in the wild…”); 44 Fed. Reg. 30044 (May 23, 1979) (“The Service has consistently 

maintained that the Act applies to both wild and captive populations of a species…”); 63 

Fed. Reg. 48634, 48636 (September 11, 1998) (explaining that “take” was defined by 

                                                           
57 80 Fed. Reg. at 45161. 
58 FWS regulations define “captivity” to mean that “living wildlife is held in a controlled environment 

that is intensively manipulated by man for the purpose of producing wildlife of the selected species, 

and that has boundaries designed to prevent animal, eggs or gametes of the selected species from 

entering or leaving the controlled environment. General characteristics of captivity may include but 

are not limited to artificial housing, waste removal, health care, protection from predators, and 

artificially supplied food.” 50 C.F.R. § 17.3. 
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Congress to apply to endangered or threatened wildlife “whether wild or captive” and 

conceding that “It is true that the Act applies to all specimens that comprise a ‘species’” and 

“does not distinguish between wild and captive specimens thereof”); 77 Fed. Reg. 431, 434 

(Jan. 5, 2012) (the ESA “specifically covers any species that is listed as endangered or 

threatened, whether it is native to the United States or non-native and whether it is in 

captivity or in the wild.”); 78 Fed. Reg. 33790 (June 5, 2013); 78 Fed. Reg. 35201, 35204 

(June 12, 2013) (“the Act does not allow for captive-held animals to be assigned separate 

legal status from their wild counterparts on the basis of their captive state, including 

through designation as a separate distinct population segment (DPS). It is also not possible 

to separate out captive- held specimens for different legal status under the Act by other 

approaches…”); 79 Fed. Reg. 4313, 4317 (Jan. 27, 2014) (“The ESA does not support the 

exclusion of captive members from a listing based solely on their status as captive.”); 80 

Fed. Reg. 34500 (June 16, 2015). 

 

Thus, it would be arbitrary and capricious for the Service to not extend ESA protections to 

captive elephants, particularly given that the Service has long recognized that certain uses 

of captive animals undermine the conservation of endangered species in the wild. See 57 

Fed. Reg. 548, 550 (January 7, 1992) (There is a danger of “captive-bred animals…[being] 

used for purposes that do not contribute to conservation, such as for pets…or for 

entertainment”); 44 Fed. Reg. 30044, 30045 (May 23, 1979) (“uses of captive wildlife can be 

detrimental to wild populations”); 77 Fed. Reg. 431, 434 (Jan. 5, 2012) (“While the Service 

does believe that captive breeding can provide a significant benefit to endangered species, 

such benefits can only be realized when the breeding program is scientifically based and 

conducted in a manner that contributes to the continued survival of the species… However, 

breeding just to breed, without adequate attention to genetic composition and demographics 

of the breeding population, may not provide a clear conservation benefit to an endangered 

species.”).     

 

Further, studies show that the use of endangered species in entertainment media 

undermines conservation efforts by decreasing public awareness about the plight of 

endangered species, decreasing donations to conservation programs, and facilitating 

poaching and trafficking of wild animals.59 Additionally, studies highlight the need for 

education programs to be carefully crafted to ensure that wildlife exhibition actually has a 

positive impact on viewers.60 Thus, it is imperative that captive elephants be strictly 

protected from take (including the use of bullhooks to force performances, such as occurs at 

the Natural Bridge Zoo and other substandard exhibition facilities) and that ESA permits 

                                                           
59 See, e.g., Steve R. Ross et al., Inappropriate Use and Portrayal of Chimpanzees, Science vol. 319, 

pg. 1487 (2008); Stephen R. Ross et al., Specific Image Characteristics Influence Attitudes about 

Chimpanzee Conservation and Use as Pets, PLoS One 6(7) (July 13, 2011); Kara Schroepfer et al., 

Use of “Entertainment” Chimpanzees in Commercials Distorts Public Perception Regarding Their 

Conservation Status, PLoS One 6(10) (Oct. 12. 2011). 
60 See, e.g., Kristen E. Lukas & Stephen R. Ross, Naturalistic Exhibits May Be More Effective Than 

Traditional Exhibits at Improving Zoo-Visitor Attitudes Toward African Apes, Anthrozoos Vol. 27:3, 

435-455 (Sept. 2014); Eric Jensen, Evaluating Children’s Conservation Biology Learning at the Zoo, 

Conservation Biology Vol. 28:4, 1004-1011 (Aug. 2014); Philip J. Nyhus et al., Thirteen Thousand 

and Counting: How the Growing Captive Tiger Populations Threaten Wild Tigers, in Tigers of the 

World, 2d ed., pp. 232, 237 (2010); BK Anne-Isola Nekaris et al, Tickled to Death: Analysing Public 

Perception of ‘Cute’ Videos of Threatened Species (Slow Lorises – Nycticebus spp.) on Web 2.0 Sites, 

PLoS ONE Vol. 8(7) (July 24, 2013). 
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are required for all actions that harm or harass captive elephants. Such permits should be 

subject to public notice and comment to ensure that otherwise prohibited activities 

involving captive elephants actually enhance the survival of the species. 

 

Similarly, it is imperative that interstate and foreign commerce in live elephants is 

regulated. Thus, we strongly urge the Service to apply those prohibitions to live elephants 

and to narrowly construe the Pre-Act exception for captive elephants to ensure that 

elephants used for commercial enterprises are not exempt from permitting requirements. 

See, e.g., PETA v. FWS, Case No. 14-55471, (9th Cir. 2014). Recently, there has been global 

outrage against the export of wild elephants captured from Zimbabwe and sold to China for 

exhibition61 and three U.S. zoos are now seeking to import 18 elephants from Swaziland. 

The Service must ensure that any proposed imports of live elephants into the U.S. are 

strictly scrutinized through the ESA permitting process under the enhancement standard. 

 

(5) Preemption 

 

We agree with the Service’s interpretation that the ESA does not address intrastate sale of 

ivory and that state laws prohibiting the sale of endangered species parts or products are 

not preempted by federal law. As the Service noted in its proposed rule, two states, New 

York and New Jersey have already passed laws to address their local markets in ivory; a 

similar bill in California is awaiting the Governor’s signature and several states are 

considering similar legislation. Such laws are critical components of a robust enforcement 

framework to address the demand for trinkets that are contributing to the decimation of 

wild populations of African Elephants.  

 

Conclusion 

 

We applaud the Service for taking action to amend the existing special rule, which has 

failed to provide for the conservation of African Elephants, as required by law. While 

Petitioners believe that this species meets the statutory definition of an Endangered species 

and therefore must be protected under the ESA’s strict prohibitions on import, export, 

interstate commerce, and take, if the Service moves forward with finalizing the amended 

special rule we strongly urge the Service to tighten its proposal as indicated herein. 

 

 

Respectfully, 

 

 
Anna Frostic 

Attorney for The Humane Society of the United States 

and The Fund for Animals 

                                                           
61 Bloomberg, Zimbabwe Flies 20 Elephants to China Amid Conservation Efforts (July 6, 2015), 

http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2015-07-06/zimbabwe-flies-20-elephants-to-china-amid-

conservation-efforts. 

http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2015-07-06/zimbabwe-flies-20-elephants-to-china-amid-conservation-efforts
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2015-07-06/zimbabwe-flies-20-elephants-to-china-amid-conservation-efforts
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May 16, 2016 

 

 

Ms. Jessica Evans 

Public Comments Processing  

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, MS:BPHC 

5275 Leesburg Pike  

Falls Church, VA 22041-3803 

 

RE: Comments on 90-Day Finding on Petition to Reclassify the African Elephant 

(Loxodonta africana) as Endangered (FWS-HQ-ES-2016-0010) 

 

Dear Ms. Evans, 

 

On behalf of Humane Society International, International Fund for Animal Welfare, The 

Humane Society of the United States, and The Fund for Animals and all of our members, 

we hereby submit the following comments in response to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service’s initiation of a status review of African elephants (Loxodonta africana) under the 

Endangered Species Act (ESA). 81 Fed. Reg. 14058, 14062 (March 16, 2016). Our 

organizations deeply appreciate the Obama Administration’s commitment to elephant 

conservation and applaud the Service for its work to strengthen the existing threatened 

species regulations for African elephants; however, the best available science – submitted in 

our Petition and updated herein – makes clear that the species meets the statutory 

definition of endangered and must be uplisted. It is imperative that the Service proceeds 

expeditiously to conclude its status review and take action to promote the conservation of 

African elephants. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(B)(ii) (requiring the Service to make a finding 

within 12 months after receiving the petition whether the petitioned action is warranted, 

and if so to “promptly publish…a proposed regulation to implement such action…”). 

 

Legal Background 

 

Since 1978, the African elephant (Loxodonta africana) has been listed as threatened under 

the ESA and regulated under a special rule. 50 C.F.R. §§ 17.11, 17.40(e). In 1988, Congress 

enacted the African elephant Conservation Act (AECA), which authorized the 

establishment of moratoria on imports of African elephant ivory. 16 U.S.C. §§ 4222 et seq. 

In 1992, the Service amended the African elephant special rule to reflect the ivory 

moratoria adopted under the AECA. 57 Fed. Reg. 35473 (Aug. 10, 1992). However, that rule 
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currently allows for unrestricted interstate trade in ivory and other elephant parts, does 

not require permits for all trophy imports, and does not prohibit the take or trade in live 

elephants, and thus fails to promote the conservation of the species. 50 C.F.R. § 17.40(e). 

On July 1, 2013, President Obama issued an Executive Order establishing a Presidential 

Task Force on Wildlife Trafficking to address the escalating international poaching crisis 

and the illegal trade in wildlife and their derivative parts and products. In February 2014, 

the President adopted the National Strategy for Combatting Wildlife Trafficking, 

announcing the Administration’s guiding principles for strengthening enforcement of 

wildlife laws, reducing U.S. demand for illegally traded wildlife, and expanding 

international cooperation and commitment to address this issue. See 

http://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/nationalstrategywildlifetrafficking.pdf.  

 

Immediately thereafter, the Service issued Director’s Order No. 210 to strengthen 

enforcement of existing laws and also announced a plan to amend the African elephant 

special rule to tighten restrictions on import, export, and interstate commerce in ivory and 

hunting trophies. See http://www.fws.gov/international/travel-and-trade/ivory-ban-

questions-and-answers.html.  

 

One year later (on February 11, 2015, after no regulatory action from the Service), The 

International Fund for Animal Welfare, Humane Society International, The Humane 

Society of the United States, and The Fund for Animals (hereinafter “Petitioners”) 

petitioned the Service to reclassify the African elephant (Loxodonta africana) from 

threatened to endangered under the ESA. On June 11, 2015, the Center for Biological 

Diversity submitted a petition to list African elephants as two endangered species (Forest 

Elephants, Loxodonta cyclotis, and Savannah Elephants, Loxodonta africana). 16 U.S.C. § 

1533(b)(3). On July 29, 2015, the Service issued a proposed rule to amend the special rule 

for African elephants under the existing threatened listing (however, this rule has not yet 

been finalized and would not offer the same level of protection as an endangered listing). 80 

Fed. Reg. 45154 (July 29, 2015). On March 16, 2016, the Service issued a positive 90-day 

finding on both uplisting petitions, opening up a status review on Loxodonta africana. 81 

Fed. Reg. 14058, 14062 (March 16, 2016). 

 

The ESA requires listing determinations to be made “solely on the basis of the best 

scientific and commercial data available...” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). See also TVA v. Hill, 

437 U.S. 153, 184 (1978) (the goal of the ESA is to “reverse the trend toward extinction, 

whatever the cost”); New Mexico Cattle Growers v. U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, 248 F.3d 

1277, 1284-85 (10th Cir. 2001) (quoting H.R. Rep. No. 97-567, pt. 1 at 29 (1982), “‘The 

addition of the word ‘solely’ is intended to remove from the process of listing or delisting of 

species any factor not related to the biological status of the species.’”); H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 

835, 97th Cong. 2d Sess. 19-20 (1982) (the limitations on the factors the Service may 

consider in making listing decisions were intended to “ensure that decisions . . . pertaining 

to listing . . . are based solely upon biological criteria and to prevent nonbiological 

considerations from affecting such decisions.”).  

 

As evidenced in our Petition and supplemented by these comments, the best available 

science indicates that listing African elephants as endangered is warranted. 

 

 

http://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/nationalstrategywildlifetrafficking.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/travel-and-trade/ivory-ban-questions-and-answers.html
http://www.fws.gov/international/travel-and-trade/ivory-ban-questions-and-answers.html
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New Scientific Evidence Supports Uplisting 

 

As detailed at length in our Petition, the African elephant has suffered a population-wide 

decline of at least 60% since the Service listed the African elephant as threatened in 1978 

due to habitat loss, poaching, commercial exploitation, trophy hunting, human-elephant 

conflict, regional conflict and instability, and climate change, which put the species in 

danger of extinction. The latest population numbers from the IUCN Elephant Database 

now show that the total number of Definite and Probable elephants has dropped to 473,468, 

equating to a 63.57% decline since 1978 and evidencing a continued decline in elephant 

abundance.1 A Great Elephant Census is currently underway – conceptualized by 

Elephants Without Borders and in partnership with the Wildlife Conservation Society, The 

Nature Conservancy and other conservation organizations, researchers are conducting an 

aerial survey of 20 elephant range countries and plan to release the results of the survey in 

the summer of 2016.2 Some initial results from that survey are deeply concerning – for 

example, in Tanzania, once a haven for the world’s largest land animal, the elephant 

population in Tanzania has decreased 50-60% just since 2009.3 Thus, the best available 

science continues to demonstrate the African elephant’s dire plight.  

 

A. Habitat Loss and Modification 

 

The African elephant lost over 54% of its range between 1979-2007 (as documented in the 

Petition), and new scientific studies released in the last year confirm that habitat loss and 

modification continues to endanger the continued existence of the species. For example: 

 

 Kioko, J., V. Herbert, D. Mwetta, Y. Kilango, M. Murphy-Williams, and C. Kiffner. 

(2015). Environmental correlates of African elephant (Loxodonta Africana) 

distribution in Manyara Area, Tanzania. Annual Research and Review in biology, 5, 

147-154. 

o Noting that in the Tarangire Manyara ecosystem of Tanzania agriculture 

increased five-fold from 1984-2000 and confirming that elephants in that 

ecosystem are increasingly becoming constricted to protected areas and losing 

habitat to expanding farmland and urban areas, emphasizing the importance 

of protecting elephant corridors to reduce habitat fragmentation. 

 

                                                           
1 IUCN, Elephant Database: Continental Totals (2013), at 

http://www.elephantdatabase.org/preview_report/2013_africa_final/2013/Africa. See also CITES, 

African Elephants Still in Decline Due to High Levels of Poaching (March 3, 2016), at 

https://cites.org/eng/news/pr/african_elephants_still_in_decline_due_to_high_levels_of_poaching_030

32016. 
2 The Great Elephant Census – A Paul G. Allen Project, at http://www.greatelephantcensus.com/the-

census/.  
3 See Paul Steyn, Largest Wildlife Census in History Makes Waves in Conservation, National 

Geographic (Jan. 4, 2016), http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2016/01/160104-great-elephant-

census-vulcan-paul-allen-elephants-conservation/ (aerial census estimates 53% decline in Tanzania, 

from an estimated 109,000 in 2009 to 51,000 in 2015); Maraya Cornell, Why Are Most of Tanzania’s 

Elephants Disappearing?, National Geographic (June 12, 2015), at 

http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/06/150612-tanzania-environmental-investigation-agency-

mary-rice-elephants-poaching-cites-corruption/ (reporting that Tanzania’s own estimate is that its 

elephant population plummeted by more than 60% from 2009-2014).  

http://www.elephantdatabase.org/preview_report/2013_africa_final/2013/Africa
https://cites.org/eng/news/pr/african_elephants_still_in_decline_due_to_high_levels_of_poaching_03032016
https://cites.org/eng/news/pr/african_elephants_still_in_decline_due_to_high_levels_of_poaching_03032016
http://www.greatelephantcensus.com/the-census/
http://www.greatelephantcensus.com/the-census/
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2016/01/160104-great-elephant-census-vulcan-paul-allen-elephants-conservation/
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2016/01/160104-great-elephant-census-vulcan-paul-allen-elephants-conservation/
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/06/150612-tanzania-environmental-investigation-agency-mary-rice-elephants-poaching-cites-corruption/
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/06/150612-tanzania-environmental-investigation-agency-mary-rice-elephants-poaching-cites-corruption/
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 Okello, M. M., L. Kenana, D. Muteti, F. Warinwa, J. W. Kiringe, N. W. Sitati, H. 

Maliti, E. Kanga, H. Kija, S. Bakari, P. Muruthi, S. Ndambuki, N. Gichohi, D. 

Kimutai, and M. Mwita. (2015). The status of key large mammals in the Kenya – 

Tanzania borderland: a comparative analysis and conservation implications. 

International Journal of Biodiversity Conservation, 7, 267-276. 

o Discussing the impacts of severe drought on elephants and other mammals in 

northern Tanzania, noting that African elephants continue to be a species of 

conservation concern, with low values of population growth and highlighting 

the need to make dispersal from protected areas safer through improving 

community support for elephant conservation.  

 

 De Boer, W. F., J. W. A. Van Oort, M. Grover, and M. J. S. Peel. (2015). Elephant-

mediated habitat modifications and changes in herbivore species assemblages in 

Sabi Sand, South Africa. European Journal of Wildlife Resources, 61, 491-503. 

o Demonstrating the keystone nature of elephants and shows that reductions 

in elephant densities from poaching may trigger cascading impacts on the 

wider herbivore community structure, emphasizing the importance of 

preserving sufficient elephant habitat. 

 

 McKnight, B. L. (2015). Relationship between group dynamics and spatial 

distribution of African elephants in a semi-arid environment. African Journal of 

Ecology. doi: 10.1111/aje.12223.  

o Discussing elephant distribution in Tsavo East National Park, Kenya, noting 

that poaching is a factor in elephant distribution, in addition to ecological and 

other anthropogenic factors. 

 

 Mose, V. N., and D. Western. (2015). Spatial cluster analysis for large herbivore 

distributions: Amboseli ecosystem, Kenya. Ecological Informatics, 30, 203-206.  

o Confirming that “increased human activity across the ecosystem and around 

the national park, coupled with heavy poaching for ivory in the 1970s, 

compressed elephant populations into the safety of the national park”, 

thereby reducing the range of the species. 

 

B. Overutilization for Commercial, Recreational, or Scientific purposes 

 

Our Petition presented original analysis of the best available data on the trade in African 

elephant parts between 2003 through 2012, inclusive. This section includes an updated 

analysis of data for the years 2013 and 2014,4 obtained from the United Nations 

Environment Programme-World Conservation Monitoring Centre (UNEP-WCMC) 

Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora 

(CITES) Trade Database on May 6th, 2016. This updated data confirms the enormous role 

that the United States plays in the unsustainable global trade of African elephant parts – 

the U.S. accounts for 22% of all global net imports, importing an estimated 3,356 elephants 

of the total 15,189 African elephants imported globally in 2013 and 2014. This U.S. total 

includes an estimated 3,027 elephants killed for trophy imports by Americans and the 

commercial import of 302 elephant skins. The total amount of elephant ivory that is 

                                                           
4 Note that the year 2015 is not covered by these comments because the UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade 

Database is not yet updated with the latest figures for that year. 
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illegally imported into this country or traded internationally is not accounted for in this 

data; however, investigations reveal that ivory from recently-poached elephants continues 

to be sold in the U.S. at an alarming rate. Further, new science presented in this section 

confirms that poaching for the ivory trade and hunting for trophies both are completely 

unsustainable. Thus, the best available scientific and commercial data continues to 

demonstrate that African elephants are in danger of extinction from overutilization for 

commercial and recreational purposes. 

 

1) Net Imports5 from All Sources and for All Purposes (2013-2014) 

 

a. Estimated elephants in trade (all sources and all purposes) 

 

Global imports: Between 2013 and 2014, inclusive, the total number of African elephants 

reflected by the reported international trade (global net imports from all sources and for all 

purposes) is 15,189. The calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, net elephant product imports during 2013 and 2014 included 

34,167 kilograms (kg) (34.1 metric tons) of ivory.6 Using an average tusk weight of 6.66 kg 

per tusk,7 this represents an estimated 5,130 African elephants (calculation: 34,167 kg ÷ 

6.66 kg = 5,130).  

 

When this number of elephants is combined with imports without a measurable unit, 

including the global net 2013-2014 imports of tusks (3,843 tusks ÷ 2 = 1,921 elephants), 

trophies (1,945), bodies (16), live elephants (17), and skins (6,160), the total estimated 

number of African elephants imported in that time span is 15,189.8 (Calculation: 5,130 + 

1,921 + 1,945 + 16 + 17 + 6,160 = 15,189 estimated elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all African elephant specimens imported between 2013 and 2014 

(without a measurable unit), 94,154 specimens were documented as net imports. It is 

impossible to determine how many elephants may be represented by this figure, and 

therefore this number is not used in calculating the total (meaning that these estimates are 

necessarily conservative).  

                                                           
5 In the UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, the user is prompted to select one of the following 

report types: gross exports, gross imports, net exports or net imports. A net trade output first 

calculates a country’s gross (re-)exports and gross imports, and then gives the positive difference 

between the two values. This type of output aims to give an estimate of the actual number of items 

being traded. CITES Trade Database Guide. 
6 This figure was derived by adding up the weight figures (in grams and kg) for four types of 

specimens including ivory carvings, ivory pieces, ivory scraps, and tusks, as reported in the UNEP-

WCMC CITES Trade Database when searching for “net imports” of all sources and all purposes. 

Other measurable units such as pairs, sets, or centimeters cannot be added to estimate numbers of 

elephants.  
7 Wasser S., et al., Combating Trans-National Organized Crime Using DNA Assignment of Poaching 

Hotspots (2009), available at http://isfg2013.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/06/Thu-P3-1505-S-Wasser-

M1.pdf (A study sponsored by U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, University of Washington Center for 

Conservation Biology, International Fund for Animal Welfare, and the U.S. National Institute for 

Justice.) 
8 Note that there is a one-to-one ratio between trophy imports, body imports, live imports, and skin 

imports and the number of elephants.  

http://isfg2013.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/06/Thu-P3-1505-S-Wasser-M1.pdf
http://isfg2013.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/06/Thu-P3-1505-S-Wasser-M1.pdf
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Table 1: Global Net Imports and Estimated Numbers of Elephants, All Sources 

and All Purposes (2013-2014) 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

94,154 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total of 

elephants) 

34,167 kg 

÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

= 5,130 

elephants 

3,843 (no 

unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 1,921 

elephants 

1,945 

trophies = 

1,945 

elephants 

16 

bodies = 

16 

elephant

s 

17 live = 

17 

elephant

s 

6,160 

skins = 

6,160 

elephants 

15,189 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, year range 2013-2014, all sources, all purposes.  

 

 

U.S. imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 2013 and 2014, 

inclusive, the total number of African elephants imported to the United States (net imports 

from all sources and for all purposes) is 3,356 or approximately 22% of all global net 

imports (15,189 African elephants) between 2013 and 2014. The calculations are detailed 

below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, net elephant product imports between 2013 and 2014 

included 8,031 kilograms (kg) (8.03 metric tons) of ivory. Using an average tusk weight of 

6.66 kg per tusk, this represents an estimated 1,206 African elephants (calculation: 8,031 

kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 1,206).  

 

When this number of elephants is combined with imports without a measurable unit, 

including the global net 2013-2014 imports of tusks (1,176 tusks ÷ 2 = 589 elephants), 

trophies (907), bodies (0), live elephants (4), and skins (650), the total estimated number of 

African elephants imported to U.S. in that time span is 3,348. (Calculation: 1,206 + 589 + 

907 + 0 + 4 + 650 = 3,356 estimated elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all African elephant specimens imported to the U.S. between 2013 

and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 34,157 specimens were documented as net imports. 

It is impossible to determine how many elephants may be represented by this figure, and 

therefore this number is not used in calculating the total. 

 

Table 1: United States Net Imports and Estimated Numbers of Elephants, All 

Sources and All Purposes (2013-2014) 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

34,157 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total 

elephants) 

8,031 kg 

÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

= 1,206 

elephants 

1,176 (no 

unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 589 

elephants 

907 

trophies = 

907 

elephants 

0 bodies 

= 0 

elephant

s 

4 live = 4 

elephant

s 

650 skins 

= 650 

elephants 

3,356 
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Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, year range 2013-2014, all sources, all purposes. Search filtered 

for U.S. 

 

2) Net Imports from Wild Sources and for All Purposes  

 

a. Estimated elephants in trade (wild-sourced and for all 

purposes) 

 

Global wild-sourced imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 

2013 and 2014 (inclusive) the total number of wild-sourced African elephants reflected by 

the reported international trade (global net imports from all sources and for all purposes) is 

13,748 or approximately 90% of all global net imports (15,189 African elephants) between 

2013 and 2014. The calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, net wild-sourced elephant product imports between 2013 and 

2014 included 29,708 kilograms (kg) (29.7 metric tons) of ivory. Using an average tusk 

weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents an estimated 4,461 African elephants 

(calculation: 29,708 kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 4,461).  

 

When this number of elephants is combined with imports without a measurable unit, 

including the global net 2013-2014 imports of tusks (2,633 tusks ÷ 2 = 1,317 elephants), 

trophies (1,906), bodies (16), live elephants (7), and skins (6,041), the total estimated 

number of wild-sourced African elephants in international trade in that time span is 

13,748. (Calculation: 4,461 + 1,317 + 1,906 + 16 + 7 + 6,041 = 13,748 estimated elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all wild-sourced African elephant specimens in trade between 2013 

and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 69,703 specimens were documented as net imports. 

It is impossible to determine how many elephants may be represented by this figure, and 

therefore this number is not used in calculating the total.  

 

Table 3: Global Net Wild-Sourced Imports and Estimated Numbers of Elephants, 

All Sources and All Purposes (2013-2014) 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

69,703 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total of 

elephants) 

29,708 kg 

÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

= 4,461 

elephants 

2,633 (no 

unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 1,317 

elephants 

1,906 

trophies = 

1,906 

elephants 

 16 

bodies = 

16 

elephant

s 

 7 live = 

7 

elephant

s 

6,041 

skins = 

6,041 

elephants 

13,748 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced, all purposes.  

 

U.S. wild-sourced imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 

2013 and 2014 (inclusive) the total number of wild-sourced African elephants imported to 

the United States (net imports from all sources and for all purposes) is 3,336 or 
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approximately 24% of global net imports of wild-sourced elephant parts (13,748 African 

elephants) between 2013 and 2014. The calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, net wild-sourced elephant product imports between 2013 and 

2014 included 8,018 kilograms (kg) (8.01 metric tons) of ivory. Using an average tusk 

weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents an estimated 1,204 African elephants 

(calculation: 8,018 kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 1,204).  

 

When this number of elephants is combined with imports without a measurable unit, 

including the global net 2013-2014 imports of tusks (1,151 tusks ÷ 2 = 576 elephants), 

trophies (902), bodies (0), live elephants (4), and skins (650), the total estimated number of 

African elephants imported to U.S. in that time span is 3,336. (Calculation: 1,204 + 576 + 

902 + 0 + 4 + 650 = 3,336 estimated elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all African elephant specimens imported to the U.S. between 2013 

and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 28,312 specimens were documented as net imports. 

It is impossible to determine how many elephants may be represented by this figure, and 

therefore this number is not used in calculating the total. 

 

Table 4: United States Net Imports and Estimated Numbers of Elephants, Wild-

Sourced and All Purposes (2013-2014) 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

28,312 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total 

elephants) 

8,018 kg 

÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

= 1,204 

elephants 

1,151 (no 

unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 576 

elephants 

902 

trophies = 

902 

elephants 

0 bodies 

= 0 

elephant

s 

4 live = 4 

elephant

s 

650 skins 

= 650 

elephants 

3,336 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced sources, all purposes. 

Search filtered for U.S. 

 

3) Top Three Purposes of International Trade in African Elephants 

 

In our initial February 2015 African elephant uplisting petition, the top three purposes of 

international trade identified were: commercial, hunting trophy, and personal. For the 

updated figures presented in these comments for the years 2013 and 2014, we provide new 

information only on these top three purposes.  Provided that the most critical information is 

on wild-sourced specimens, the updates on these three purposes reflect only wild-sourced 

trade. Together these three purposes account for an estimated 13,723 (5,249 commercial + 

6,295 hunting trophy + 2,179 personal) African elephants in global trade between 2013 and 

2014, or 90% of the total estimated African elephants in trade between 2013 and 2014 

inclusive (15,189). 
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a. Commercial Purpose 

 

i. Estimated elephants in trade (commercial purpose) 

 

Global commercial imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 

2013 and 2014 (inclusive) the total number of wild-sourced African elephants reflected by 

the reported commercial international trade (global net wild-sourced imports for 

commercial purposes) is 5,249. The calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, net commercial imports of wild-sourced elephant product 

during the 2013-2014 year span included no ivory (by weight) but did include 9 tusks or 

approximately 5 elephants (9 ÷ 2 = 4.5). In addition, other products representing a whole 

elephant were also imported for commercial purposes, including trophies (45), live 

elephants (1), and skins (5,198). Therefore the total estimated number of wild-sourced 

African elephants imported for commercial purposes in that time span was 5,249. 

(Calculation: 5+ 45 + 1 + 5,198 = 5,249 estimated elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all wild-sourced African elephant specimens imported for commercial 

purposes between 2013 and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 43,397 specimens were 

documented as net imports. It is impossible to determine how many elephants may be 

represented by this figure, and therefore this number is not used in calculating the total.  

 

Table 5: Global Net Commercial Imports and Estimated Numbers of Elephants, 

Wild-Sourced (2013-2014) 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

43,397 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total of 

elephants) 

0 kg ÷ 

6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

=  0 

elephants 

9 (no unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 5 elephants 

45 

trophies =  

45 

elephants 

0  bodies 

=  0 

elephant

s 

  1 live =  

1 

elephant 

5,198 

skins =  

5,198 

elephants 

5,249 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, T-Commercial purpose, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced.  

 

U.S. commercial imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 2013 

and 2014, inclusive, the total number of wild-sourced African elephants reflected by the 

reported U.S. commercial net imports is 303 or 5.8% of the global net imports. The 

calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, net U.S. commercial imports of wild-sourced elephant 

products during the 2013-2014 year span included no ivory (by weight) but did include 2 

tusks or 1 elephant (2 ÷ 2 = 1). In addition, 302 skins were also imported to the U.S. for 

commercial purposes. Therefore the total estimated number of wild-sourced African 

elephants imported to the U.S. for commercial purposes is 303. (Calculation: 1 + 302 = 303 

estimated elephants).  
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Moreover, in terms of all wild-sourced African elephant specimens imported to the U.S. for 

commercial purposes between 2013 and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 17,022 

specimens were documented as net imports. It is impossible to determine how many 

elephants may be represented by this figure, and therefore this number is not used in 

calculating the total.  

 

Table 6: United States Net Commercial Imports and Estimated Numbers of 

Elephants, Wild-Sourced (2013-2014) 
 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

17,022 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total of 

elephants) 

0 kg ÷ 

6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

= 0 

elephants 

2 (no unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 1 elephants 

0 trophies 

=  0 

elephants 

 0 bodies 

=  0 

elephant

s 

  0 live = 

0 

elephant

s 

302 skins 

=  302 

elephants 

303 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, T-Commercial purpose, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced. 

Search filtered for U.S. 

  

                            ii. Global and U.S. imports of African elephant skins 

 

As articulated in our 2015 African elephant uplisting petition, one major category of global 

imports are African elephant skins, skin pieces, unidentified products made of skin leather 

(small and large), and other leather products such as shoes. This section offers updated 

figures on global and U.S. imports of elephant skin products between 2013 and 2014, 

inclusive.  

 

According to the CITES Trade Database, global net wild-sourced imports included 6,160 

skins between 2013 and 2014. CITES defines each “skin” as a “substantially whole skin” 

and this equates to 6,041 elephants supplying this number of skins. This impact on 

elephants part of the skin trade does not include the additional elephants killed to supply 

other skin-type imports over these two years: skins by kilogram (40,000kg), skins by meters 

squared (76m2), skin pieces (12,808), large leather products (536), small leather products 

(13,769), small leather products by kilograms (65kg), small leather products by meters 

squared (4,576m2), and small leather products by grams (3 grams).  

 

Of this trade, the U.S. net imports included 650 skins (302 of which were imported for 

commercial purposes). If each skin imported is a whole skin, this equates to 650 elephants 

supplying this number of skins. Again, this impact on elephants part of the skin trade does 

not include the additional elephants killed to supply the other skin-type of imports to the 

U.S. over the two year period: skin pieces (9,616), large leather products (411), small 

leather products (6,963), and small leather products by meters squared (309m2). See 

Appendix for more detail.  
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b. Hunting Trophy Purpose 

 

i. Estimated elephants in trade (hunting trophy purpose) 

 

Global hunting trophy imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that 

between 2013 and 2014 (inclusive) the total number of African elephants reflected by the 

reported global wild-sourced net imports for hunting trophy purpose is 6,295. The 

calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, global wild-sourced net elephant product imports during the 

2013-2014 year span included 16,369 kilograms (kg) (16.4 metric tons) of ivory. Using an 

average tusk weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents an estimated 2,457 African 

elephants (calculation: 16,369 kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 2,457).  

 

When this number of elephants is combined with global wild-sourced imports without a 

measurable unit, including the global net 2013-2014 imports of tusks (2,563) (2,563 tusks ÷ 

2 = 1,282 elephants), trophies (1,664), bodies (7), live elephants (0), and skins (885), the 

total estimated number of African elephants represented by global net imports for hunting 

trophy purpose is 6,295. (Calculation: 2,457 + 1,282 + 1,664 + 7 + 885 = 6,295 estimated 

elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all African elephant specimens imported globally for trophy hunting 

purposes between 2013 and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 13,461 specimens were 

documented as net imports. It is impossible to determine how many elephants may be 

represented by this figure, and therefore this number is not used in calculating the total.  

 

Table 7: Global Net Hunting Trophy Imports and Estimated Numbers of 

Elephants, Wild-Sourced (2013-2014) 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

13,461 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total of 

elephants) 

16,369 kg 

÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

=  2,457 

elephants 

2,563 (no 

unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 1,282 

elephants 

1,664 

trophies =  

1,664 

elephants 

 7 bodies 

=  7 

elephant

s 

0  live =  

0 

elephant

s 

885 skins 

=  885 

elephants 

 

6,295 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, H-Hunting trophy purpose, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced.  

 

U.S. hunting trophy imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 

2013 and 2014 (inclusive) the total number of African elephants reflected by the reported 

wild-sourced U.S. net imports for hunting trophy purpose is 3,027 or approximately 48% of 

global net imports for trophy hunting purpose (6,295). The calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, wild-sourced U.S. net imports of elephant products for trophy 

hunting purpose between 2013 and 2014 included 7,973 kilograms (kg) (7.9 metric tons) of 

ivory. Using an average tusk weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents an estimated 1,197 

African elephants (calculation: 7,973 kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 1,197).  
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When this number of elephants is combined with wild-sourced U.S. trophy hunting purpose 

imports without a measurable unit, including the net 2013-2014 imports of tusks (1,139) 

(1,139 tusks ÷ 2 = 570 elephants), trophies (813), bodies (0), live elephants (0), and skins 

(447) , the total estimated number of African elephants represented by U.S. net imports for 

hunting trophy purpose is 3,027. (Calculation: 1,197 + 570 + 813+ 447 = 3,027 estimated 

elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all wild-sourced African elephant specimens imported to the U.S. for 

trophy hunting purposes between 2013 and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 6,578 

specimens were documented as net imports. It is impossible to determine how many 

elephants may be represented by this figure, and therefore this number is not used in 

calculating the total. 

 

Table 8: United States Net Hunting Trophy Imports and Estimated Numbers of 

Elephants, Wild-Sourced (2013-2014) 
 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

6,578 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total of 

elephants) 

7,973 kg 

÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

=  1,197 

elephants 

1,139 (no 

unit) ÷ 2 

(number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 570 

elephants 

813 

trophies = 

813 

elephants 

  0 

bodies =  

0 

elephant

s 

0  live =  

0 

elephant

s 

447 skins 

=  447 

elephants 

3,027 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, H-Hunting trophy purpose, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced. 

Search filtered for U.S. 

 

c.  Personal Purpose 

 

i. Estimated elephants in trade (personal purpose) 

 

Global personal imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 2013 

and 2014 (inclusive) the total number of African elephants reflected by the reported global 

wild-sourced net imports for personal purpose is 2,179. The calculations are detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, global wild-sourced net elephant product imports for personal 

purpose during the 2013-2014 year span included 11,474 kilograms (kg) (11.4 metric tons) 

of ivory. Using an average tusk weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents an estimated 

1,723 African elephants (calculation: 11,474 kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 1,723).  

 

When this number of elephants is combined with global wild-sourced imports for personal 

purpose without a measurable unit, including the global net 2013-2014 imports of tusks 

(94) (94 tusks ÷ 2 = 47 elephants), trophies (276), bodies (8), live elephants (0), and skins 

(125) , the total estimated number of African elephants represented by global net imports 

for hunting trophy purpose is 2,179. (Calculation: 1,723 + 47 + 276 + 8 + 125 = 2,179 

estimated elephants).  
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Moreover, in terms of all African elephant specimens imported globally for personal 

purposes between 2013 and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 7,594 specimens were 

documented as net imports. It is impossible to determine how many elephants may be 

represented by this figure, and therefore this number is not used in calculating the total.  

 

Table 9: Global Net Personal Purpose Imports and Estimated Numbers of 

Elephants, Wild-Sourced (2013-2014) 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

7,594 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

total of 

elephants) 

11,474 kg 

÷ 6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

per tusk) 

=  1,723 

elephants 

94 (no unit) ÷ 

2 (number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

= 47 

elephants 

276 

trophies = 

276  

elephants 

  8 

bodies =  

8 

elephant

s 

 0 live = 

0 

elephant

s 

125 skins 

=  125 

elephants 

2,179 

 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, P-Personal purpose, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced.  

 

U.S. personal imports: The original analysis presented here estimates that between 2013 

and 2014 (inclusive) the total number of African elephants reflected by the reported U.S. 

wild-sourced net imports for personal purpose is 147 or approximately 6.7% of all net 

African elephant wild-sourced imports for personal purpose (2,179). The calculations are 

detailed below. 

 

In terms of measurable units, U.S. wild-sourced net elephant product imports for personal 

purpose during the 2013-2014 year span included 30 kilograms (kg) of ivory. Using an 

average tusk weight of 6.66 kg per tusk, this represents an estimated 5African elephants 

(calculation: 30 kg ÷ 6.66 kg = 5).  

 

When this number of elephants is combined with global wild-sourced imports for personal 

purpose without a measurable unit, including the global net 2013-2014 imports of tusks 

(12) (12 tusks ÷ 2 = 6 elephants), trophies (96), bodies (0), live elephants (0), and skins (40) , 

the total estimated number of African elephants represented by global net imports for 

hunting trophy purpose is 147. (Calculation: 5 + 6 + 96 + 40 = 147 estimated elephants).  

 

Moreover, in terms of all African elephant specimens imported to the U.S. for personal 

purposes between 2013 and 2014 (without a measurable unit), 2,711 specimens were 

documented as net imports. It is impossible to determine how many elephants may be 

represented by this figure, and therefore this number is not used in calculating the total.  

 

Table 10: United States Net Personal Purpose Imports and Estimated Numbers of 

Elephants, Wild-Sourced (2013-2014) 
 

All 

Specimens 

Ivory kg Tusk 

specimens 

Trophies Bodies Live Skins Total 

Elephants 

2,711 (all 

terms, no 

unit) (*not 

added to 

30 kg ÷ 

6.66 kg 

(avg. 

weight 

12 (no unit) ÷ 

2 (number of 

tusks per 

elephant) 

96 

trophies =  

96 

elephants 

 0 bodies 

=  0 

elephant

s 

  0 live = 

0  

elephant

s 

40 skins = 

40 

elephants 

147 
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total of 

elephants) 

per tusk) 

= 5 

elephants 

= 6 elephants 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: Loxodonta africana, P-Personal purpose, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced. Search 

filtered for U.S. 

 

 

4) Global Exporters of African Elephant Specimens (2013-2014) 

 

As identified in our 2015 uplisting petition for the African elephant, there are thirty-

seven African elephant range States.9 They are as follows: Angola, Benin, Botswana, 

Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Republic of Congo, 

Democratic, Republic of the Congo, Côte d'Ivoire, Equatorial Guinea, Eritrea, Ethiopia, 

Gabon, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea Bissau, Kenya, Liberia, Malawi, Mali, Mozambique, 

Namibia, Niger, le Nigeria, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, South Africa, 

Sudan, Swaziland, United Republic of Tanzania, Togo, Uganda, Zambia, and Zimbabwe. 

 

Evaluating the scale of global exports of wild-sourced African elephant specimens 

between 2013 and 2014 (inclusive) reveals that the top three exporters of wild-sourced 

African elephant specimens for all purposes were Zimbabwe, South Africa, and 

Botswana. Zimbabwe exported an estimated 8,122 wild-sourced African elephants 

between 2013 and 2014 for all purposes. South Africa exported an estimated 3,485 wild-

sourced African elephants between 2013 and 2014 for all purposes. Botswana exported 

an estimated 1,160 wild-sourced African elephants between 2013 and 2014 for all 

purposes. Other top exporters and breakdown by type of specimen exported can be found 

in Table 11 below.10 

 

Table 11: Global Net Exports of African Elephant Bodies, Skins, Trophies, Tusk 

Pairs, and Live Animals; All Sources and Purposes (2013-2014) 
 

 

Bodies Trophies Skins Live 

Tusk 

Pairs 

Elephants 

Represented by 

Ivory KGs 

TOTAL 

ESTIMATED 

ELEPHANTS 

Zimbabwe 4 542 3048 

 

361 4167 8122 

South Africa 9 483 2815 

 

178 

 

3485 

Botswana  535 107 

 

518 

 

1160 

Singapore  

    

277 277 

Namibia 

 

111 2 6 111 

 

230 

Mozambique  76 8 

 

100 9 193 

Tanzania 3 86 13 

 

32 

 

134 

Cameroon  38 

  

6 

 

44 

                                                           
9 CITES, African Elephant Action Plan, CITES COP15 INF. 68 (2010) available at 

http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/e15i_68.pdf.  
10 Note that total net exports reported in the UNEP-WCMC CITES Database may add up to a 

different total than total net imports due to reporting differences between various countries, 

potential errors in reporting, and poor reporting by countries to the UNEP-WCMC.  

http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/e15i_68.pdf
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Bodies Trophies Skins Live 

Tusk 

Pairs 

Elephants 

Represented by 

Ivory KGs 

TOTAL 

ESTIMATED 

ELEPHANTS 

Zambia 

 

18 14 

 

10 

 

42 

Italy 

  

20 

 

0 

 

20 

Sweden 

 

17 

  

0 

 

17 

Denmark 

  

11 

 

0 

 

11 

Kenya 

     

7 7 

Colombia 

    

2 

 

2 

France 

  

1 

 

0 

 

1 

New Zealand  

   

1 

 

1 

Switzerland  

  

1 0 

 

1 

United Arab  

Emirates 

 

 

 

 

  

1 

 

1 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, search completed on May 6th, 2016 using the 

following terms: net exports, Loxodonta africana, year range 2013-2014, wild-sourced. Search filtered 

for bodies, trophies, skins, live animals, tusks (no unit value), as well as ivory 

carvings/pieces/scraps/tusks (by grams and kilograms). 

 

5) Legal Ivory Trade Provides Cover for Illegal Trade 

As described above, in terms of measurable units, in 2013 and 2014 alone, over 34 metric 

tons of ivory were legally traded internationally, representing an estimated 5,130 African 

elephants. While the U.S. has long prohibited the commercial import of ivory, the lack of 

regulation of interstate commerce in ivory and the rampant domestic trade in ivory provide 

cover for a burgeoning black market in ivory from recently poached elephants. Indeed, the 

Service has recently acknowledged that “Legal sales of ivory, including within domestic 

markets, are likely to increase the risk to elephant populations and local communities, as 

domestic ivory markets, whether in range, transit, or consumer countries, create a 

significant opportunity for the laundering of illegal ivory under the guise of legality.”11 

Together with the data presented in our 2015 petition, several new studies and 

investigations of the ivory trade in the U.S. show that the U.S. trade in ivory from recently-

poached elephants remains strong and show that existing restrictions are inadequate to 

ensure that trade is limited to ivory from elephants killed before a date certain. Thus, the 

U.S. plays a direct role in the overutilization of this species for commercial and recreational 

purposes, endangering the continued existence of this majestic species. 

 

A 2014 survey of California’s ivory markets commissioned by the Natural Resources 

Defense Council found more than “1,250 ivory items offered for sale by 107 vendors […] In 

Los Angeles, between 77% and 90% of the ivory seen was likely illegal under California law 

(i.e., post-1977) and between 47% and 60% could have been illegal under federal law. In San 

Francisco, approximately 80% of the ivory was likely illegal under California law and 52% 

could have been illegal under federal law. There is a much higher incidence of what appears 

to be ivory of recent manufacture in California, roughly doubling from approximately 25% 

                                                           
11 U.S. Submission to CITES, Actions to Combat Wildlife Trafficking (2016), at 

https://www.fws.gov/international/cites/cop17/ussubmissions/combating_wildlife_trafficking.pdf.  

https://www.fws.gov/international/cites/cop17/ussubmissions/combating_wildlife_trafficking.pdf
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in 2006 to about half in 2014. In addition, many of the ivory items seen for sale in 

California advertised as antiques (i.e., more than 100 years old) appear to be more likely 

from recently killed elephants.”12 

 

A 2015 investigation of ivory and related wildlife sales on the popular classified advertising 

platform Craigslist.org found 615 items (540 of which were ivory or suspected to be ivory) 

with a combined list price of nearly $1.5 million, on just 28 of the platform’s 420 individual 

city sites. In this study (from IFAW and the Wildlife Conservation Society) investigators 

found that only 21 of the 615 items were offered with any documentation on age or 

provenance.13  

 

A 2016 “snapshot” survey of the online trade in Hawaii documented a thriving market “for 

elephant ivory and related wildlife products, including walrus tusks, whale teeth and bone, 

mammoth ivory, and hippopotamus teeth. [Investigators] found a total of 4,661 products in 

stock or for sale, with an overall value of more than $1.22 million, over a six-day period. 

The vast majority of this inventory (85.5%) was elephant ivory. Few of these retailers 

provided any evidence that their wares had been legally imported into the state.”14 

 

A 2016 undercover investigation by The Humane Society of the United States in Hawaii 

revealed numerous retailers offering advice or assistance with circumventing international 

border controls, enabling purchasers to smuggle ivory overseas.15 

 

In addition to these investigations and surveys, there have been several high-profile 

enforcement actions for ivory smuggling into or out of the U.S. since we filed the Petition. 

For example: 

 In March 2015 a Canadian antiques dealer was sentenced to 30 months in jail for 

smuggling elephant ivory, rhino horn, and coral into the U.S.16 

 In May 2015 Federal prosecutors charged a Massachusetts woman with crimes 

related to conspiring to smuggle $700,000 worth of wildlife products –including ivory 

–to China.17 

                                                           
12 Stiles, Dan. Elephant Ivory Trafficking in California, USA. Natural Resources Defense Council, 

2014. Available at: https://www.nrdc.org/sites/default/files/wil_15010601a.pdf  
13 LaFontaine, Peter. Elephant Vs. Mouse: An Investigation of the Ivory Trade on Craigslist. 

International Fund for Animal Welfare/Wildlife Conservation Society, 2015. 

http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-craigslist-ivory-report-2015.pdf.  
14 LaFontaine, et al. An Investigation of Hawaii’s Online Ivory Trade. International Fund for Animal 

Welfare/Wildlife Conservation Society/Natural Resources Defense Council/Humane Society 

International, 2016. http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-2016-Hawaii-Market-Report.pdf.  
15 Humane Society of the United States. “Undercover Investigation Reveals Hawaii a Haven for 

Illegal Ivory.” 3 March 2016. Web.  

http://www.humanesociety.org/news/press_releases/2016/03/hawaii-ivory-undercover-investigation-

030316.html.  
16 US Department of Justice. Press release: “Canadian Antiques Dealer Sentenced In Manhattan 

Federal Court To 30 Months In Prison For Smuggling Rhinoceros Horns, Elephant Ivory, And 

Coral.” 25 March 2015. Web. https://www.justice.gov/usao-sdny/pr/canadian-antiques-dealer-

sentenced-manhattan-federal-court-30-months-prison-smuggling-0.  
17 Convey, Eric. “Concord Business Owner Charged with Smuggling Ivory, Rhinoceros Horns from 

U.S. to China.” Boston Business Journal. 5 May 2015. Web. 

http://www.bizjournals.com/boston/news/2015/05/05/concord-business-owner-charged-with-

https://www.nrdc.org/sites/default/files/wil_15010601a.pdf
http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-craigslist-ivory-report-2015.pdf
http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-2016-Hawaii-Market-Report.pdf
http://www.humanesociety.org/news/press_releases/2016/03/hawaii-ivory-undercover-investigation-030316.html
http://www.humanesociety.org/news/press_releases/2016/03/hawaii-ivory-undercover-investigation-030316.html
https://www.justice.gov/usao-sdny/pr/canadian-antiques-dealer-sentenced-manhattan-federal-court-30-months-prison-smuggling-0
https://www.justice.gov/usao-sdny/pr/canadian-antiques-dealer-sentenced-manhattan-federal-court-30-months-prison-smuggling-0
http://www.bizjournals.com/boston/news/2015/05/05/concord-business-owner-charged-with-smuggling.html
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 In March 2016 a senior official at the prestigious I.M. Chait Auctioneers pled guilty 

to two wildlife trafficking-related charges. Joseph Chait falsified documents for $1 

million worth of shipments of ivory and similar products to China, Hong Kong, and 

elsewhere.18 

 In February 2016 a New York antiques dealer pled guilty to smuggling $141,000 

worth of elephant tusks into the U.S. from Canada. He is also being charged with 

additional counts of smuggling items including ivory tusks and related wildlife 

products worth $350,000.19 

 In March 2016, a Minnesota college professor operating through an online business 

called Crouching Dragon Antiques was fined $500,000 for smuggling elephant ivory 

from the United States to China. The illegal items he smuggled into and out of the 

United States were worth as much as $1.5 million dollars.20  

 

Experts agree that the legal trade of ivory makes it nearly impossible to stop illegal ivory 

trade (especially due to corruption in the range state governments overseeing exports to 

legal markets and because the financial incentives for poaching generally outweigh 

financial or punitive disincentives), and recommend prohibiting all ivory trade.21  

6) Poaching Continues to Decimate the Species 

According to the Secretariat for the CITES in 2014, “poaching numbers in Africa remain 

at levels that are unsustainable, with mortality exceeding the natural birth rate, 

resulting in an ongoing decline in African Elephant numbers.”22 Sadly, this trend has 

continued.  

 

Wasser et al used genetic analysis of seized ivory to identify major hotspots for ivory 

poaching. The authors found that more than 85% of the forest elephant ivory seized 

between 2006 and 2014 originated from elephants in the central African Tridom 

protected ecosystem that spans northeastern Gabon, northwestern Republic of Congo 

and southeastern Cameroon, and the adjacent reserve in southwestern Central African 

Republic. More than 85% of the savanna elephant ivory seized between 2006 and 2014 

was traced to East Africa, mainly from the Selous Game Reserve in southeastern 

Tanzania and the Niassa Reserve in adjacent northern Mozambique (although in 2011 

the poaching appeared to shift north toward the Ruaha National Park and Rungwa 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
smuggling.html. 
18 M.A.D. Staff. “Chait Pleads Guilty in Federal Court.” Maine Antiques Digest. 3 May 2016. Web. 

http://www.maineantiquedigest.com/stories/chait-pleads-guilty-in-federal-court/5671.  
19 Bale, Rachel. “U.S. Antiques Dealer Pleads Guilty to Smuggling Ivory.” National Geographic. 18 

February 2016. Web. http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2016/02/160218-US-ivory-wildlife-

trafficking-smuggling/.  
20 Reuters, Ex-Minnesota College Profession Fined $500,000 for Smuggling Ivory (May 9, 2016), at 

http://www.reuters.com/article/us-minnesota-ivory-idUSKCN0Y02N5.  
21 See  Bennett, E. L. (2015). Legal ivory trade in a corrupt world and its impact on African elephant 

populations. Conservation Biology, 29, 54-60; Smith, R. J., D. Biggs, F. A. V. St. John, M. Sas-Rolfes, 

and R. Barrington. (2015). Elephant conservation and corruption beyond the ivory trade. 

Conservation Biology, 29, 953-956. 
22 CITES, Elephant Conservation, Illegal Killing, and Ivory Trade. (2014). 10. Available at 

http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf.   

http://www.bizjournals.com/boston/news/2015/05/05/concord-business-owner-charged-with-smuggling.html
http://www.maineantiquedigest.com/stories/chait-pleads-guilty-in-federal-court/5671
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2016/02/160218-US-ivory-wildlife-trafficking-smuggling/
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2016/02/160218-US-ivory-wildlife-trafficking-smuggling/
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-minnesota-ivory-idUSKCN0Y02N5
http://www.cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/65/E-SC65-42-01_2.pdf
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Game Reserve in Tanzania and into Kenya).23 

 

Breuer et al found that poaching has “devastated forest elephant populations” in 

equatorial Africa – for example, in Garamba National Park, in just over two months in 

2014 poachers killed 68 elephants using helicopters, grenades, and chainsaws.24 In 

October 2015 alone, poachers killed at least 62 elephants by cyanide poisoning in 

Hwange National Park in Zimbabwe.25 In Zambia, Nyirenda et al evaluated the trends 

and patterns in elephant poaching and concluded that “[t]he resurgence in African 

elephant (Loxodonta africana) poaching for ivory and bushmeat threatens the 

persistence of elephant populations, continent wide.”26 In Mozambique, Booth et al 

estimated that poachers killed about 900 elephants from 2007-2010 and 1,000 elephants 

in 2011 just in one protected area (Niassa Reserve), which is far more than the numbers 

reported in the CITES MIKE database.27 

 

Therefore, the evidence that has emerged since we filed the Petition confirms that African 

elephants are in danger of extinction due to poaching (primarily for the international ivory 

trade) and that the existence of a legal market for ivory in the U.S. fuels additional 

poaching and trafficking of ivory. 

 

7) Trophy Hunting is Unsustainable and Endangers African Elephants 

 

Despite these enormous threats to the species’ survival, African elephants continue to be 

recreationally hunted for trophies, primarily by wealthy Americans seeking to hang tusks 

on their walls and win prizes from Safari Club International.28 The U.S. is by far the 

leading importer of African elephant parts as hunting trophies. According to the original 

analysis of trade data presented in our Petition, from 2003-2012, trophies of at least 7,500 

African elephants were imported into the U.S.29 Based on the data from 2013-2014, as the 

                                                           
23 Wasser, S. K., L. Brown, C. Mailand, S. Mondol, W. Clark, C. Laurie, and B. S. Weir. (2015). 

Genetic assignment of large seizures of elephant ivory reveals Africa’s major poaching hotspots. 

Science, 349, 84-87. 
24 Breuer, T., F. Maisels, and V. Fishlock. (2016). The consequences of poaching and anthropogenic 

change for forest elephants. Conservation Biology DOI: 10.1111/cobi.12679. Article first published 

online: 7 APR 2016; Hance, J. (2015). Poaching onslaught in Garamba National Park: wildlife 

conservation. Environmental Management, Mar/Apr, 24-25. Retrieved from 

http://reference.sabinet.co.za/sa_epublication_article/nm_enviro_mar_apr_2015_a13 
25 The Guardian, Another 22 Elephants Poisoned with Cyanide in Zimbabwe Reserve (Oct. 26, 2015), 

at http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/oct/26/22-more-elephants-poisoned-cyanide-zimbabwe-

reserve. 
26 Nyirenda, V. R., P. A. Lindsey, E. Phiri, I. Stevenson, C. Chomba, N. Namukonde, W. J. Myburgh, 

and B. K. Reilly. (2015). Trends in Illegal Killing of African Elephants (Loxodonta africana) in the 

Luangwa and Zambezi Ecosystems of Zambia. Environment and Natural Resources Research.  
27 Booth, V. R., and K. M. Dunham. (2016). Elephant poaching in Niassa Reserve, Mozambique: 

population impact revealed by combined survey trends for live elephants and carcasses. Oryx 50, 94-

103. 
28 See HSI, Trophy Madness: Elite Hunters, Animal Trophies and Safari Club International’s 

Hunting Awards (Sept. 2015), available at http://blog.humanesociety.org/wp-

content/uploads/2015/09/TROPHY-MADNESS_FINAL.pdf.   
29 Notably, this estimate did not include elephant skins imported as hunting trophies, and thus is a 

http://reference.sabinet.co.za/sa_epublication_article/nm_enviro_mar_apr_2015_a13
http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/oct/26/22-more-elephants-poisoned-cyanide-zimbabwe-reserve
http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/oct/26/22-more-elephants-poisoned-cyanide-zimbabwe-reserve
http://blog.humanesociety.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/09/TROPHY-MADNESS_FINAL.pdf
http://blog.humanesociety.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/09/TROPHY-MADNESS_FINAL.pdf
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poaching crisis continued unabated, American hunters killed record-high numbers of 

elephants for trophy imports (importing trophies from an estimated 3,027 African 

elephants, amounting to 48% of global net imports for trophy hunting purpose).30   

 

Trophy hunters routinely target the biggest and strongest males, but removing these 

animals from the breeding pool unnaturally selects for smaller and weaker animals.31 By 

removing large bull elephants from the population, trophy hunting can decrease genetic 

variation, shift the population structure, decrease population density, and cause unnatural 

evolutionary impacts (such as increasing the occurrence of mature elephants with no 

tusks).32 Further, a new study demonstrates that when trophy hunting is sanctioned, 

poaching activity increases, likely due to the perception that species authorized for hunting 

are of diminished value and the perception that legal killing increases the acceptability of 

poaching.33 

 

This undermines elephant conservation, as explained in a recent scientific study, because 

range states may be setting unsustainably high hunting quotas: in the Greater 

Mapungubwe Transfrontier Conservation Area (managed by South Africa, Zimbabwe, and 

Botswana) scientists found that, in contrast to current hunting allowances, “only a small 

number of bulls (<10/year) could be hunted sustainably. At current rates of hunting, under 

average ecological conditions, trophy bulls will disappear from the population in less than 

10 years.”34  

 

Another study reviewed the functioning of Zambia’s protected areas and game management 

areas (GMAs), where trophy hunting occurs.35 The authors found numerous problems that 

pertain to management of trophy hunting in GMAs including: uncontrolled human 

immigration and open access to wildlife; the Zambia Wildlife Authority (ZAWA) retains 

most of income derived from trophy hunting, little of this income goes to people living in 

GMAs with affluent community members benefiting most, and there are frequent financial 

irregularities associated with the distribution of this income; scouts employed in anti-

poaching in GMAs are poorly and irregularly paid, insufficiently trained and equipped, and 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
conservative estimate. 
30 This estimate does include 447 elephant skins imported as hunting trophies from 2013-2014. Thus, 

the average number of elephant trophies (not including skins) imported per year from 2003-2012 was 

750, but in 2013-2014, the average number of elephant trophies (not including skins) imported per 

year was 1,290 (calculation: 3,027 – 447 = 2580 ÷ 2 = 1290). 
31 Fred Allendorf & Jeffrey Hard, Human-Induced Evolution Caused by Unnatural Selection through 

Harvest of Wild Animals, 106 Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 9987-94 (2009). 
32 Hugo Jachmann et al., Tusklessness in African Elephants: A Future Trend, 33 African Journal of 

Ecology, 230-35 (1995); William-Georges Crosmary et al., Does trophy hunting matter to long-term 

population trends in African herbivores of different dietary guilds?, 18 Animal Conservation, 117-30 

(2015). 
33 Chapron G, Treves A. 2016. Blood does not buy goodwill: allowing culling increases poaching of a 

large carnivore.Proc. R. Soc. B 283: 20152939. http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2015.2939 
34 S. Selier et al. (2014), Sustainability of elephant hunting across international borders in southern 

Africa: A case study of the greater Mapungubwe Transfrontier Conservation Area. The Journal of 

Wildlife Management, 78: 122–132. 
35 Lindsey, P. A., Nyirenda, V. R., Barnes, J. I., Becker, M. S., McRobb, R., Tambling, C. J., ... & 

t’Sas-Rolfes, M. (2014). Underperformance of African Protected Area Networks and the Case for New 

Conservation Models: Insights from Zambia. PloS one, 9(5), e94109. 
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inadequate in number; ZAWA is poorly funded, has an inadequate number of staff to 

protect elephants against poaching, has increased hunting quotas to unsustainable levels in 

GMAs in order to raise money (the authors state that ZAWA ‘are sometimes forced to make 

decisions to achieve financial survival at the expense of the wildlife they are mandated to 

conserve’), establishes trophy quotas arbitrarily, and does not monitor wildlife populations 

or trophies; and hunting concession agreements are not effectively enforced and 

unscrupulous concession operators are not adequately punished. The authors blame these 

many failures for the low numbers and diversity of wildlife, including elephants.  

 

The Service itself has already found that elephant trophy hunting in Zimbabwe does not 

benefit the conservation of elephants there: 

 

“based on the information currently available to the Service on government 

efforts to manage elephant populations, efforts to address human-elephant 

conflicts and poaching, and the state of the hunting program within the 

country, and without current data on population numbers and trends being 

incorporated into a national management strategy or plan, the Service is 

unable to make a finding that sport-hunting in Zimbabwe is enhancing the 

survival of the species…”36 

 

Similarly, the Service has found that elephant trophy hunting in Tanzania is not 

sustainable because questionable management practices, a lack of effective law 

enforcement, and weak governance have resulted in uncontrolled poaching and catastrophic 

elephant population declines in Tanzania.37 The Service has previously rejected attempts to 

import trophies from Zambia due to similar concerns of mismanagement including 

inconsistencies in reported elephant population estimates, failure to comply with 

monitoring requirements, absence of government funding for elephant protection, and lack 

of effective anti-poaching measures.38 Further, it does not appear that the Service has made 

enhancement findings for elephant trophy imports from either Mozambique or Cameroon. 

 

Not only is there significant concern regarding the sustainability of African elephant trophy 

hunting, but also the notion that trophy hunting supports local communities to the benefit 

of wildlife conservation is largely unsupported.  According to an IUCN analysis from 2009,39 

big-game hunting only provided one job for every 10,000 inhabitants in the area studied,40 

and many of these jobs were temporary seasonal positions like opening the trails at the 

                                                           
36 80 Fed. Reg. 42524 (July 17, 2015).  See also 79 Fed. Reg. 44459 (July 31, 2014) (“Without 

management plans with specific goals and actions that are measurable and reports on the progress 

of meeting these goals, the Service cannot determine if…Zimbabwe is implementing, on a national 

scale, appropriate management measures for its elephant populations.”); 79 Fed. Reg. 26986 (May 

12, 2014); http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-March-2015-elephant-

Zimbabwe.pdf; http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-July-2014-elephant-

Zimbabwe.pdf.  
37 See Safari Club Int’l v. Jewell, 76 F.Supp.3d 198  (D.D.C. 2014).   
38 See Marcum v. Salazar, 810 F.Supp.2d 56, 63 (D.D.C. 2011); Marcum v. Salazar, 694 F.3d 123 

(D.C.Cir. 2012). 
39 IUCN. (2009). Programme Afrique Centrale et Occidentale. Big Game Hunting in West Africa. 

What is its contribution to conservation? 
40 South Africa, Namibia, Tanzania, Botswana, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Burkina, and 

Benin. 

http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-March-2015-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-March-2015-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-July-2014-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-July-2014-elephant-Zimbabwe.pdf


21 

 

start of the hunting season. Trophy hunting fails to create a significant number of 

permanent jobs, but ecotourism offers a possible solution. Consider the Okavango in 

Botswana where, as of 2009, a safari ecotourism tourism park provided 39 times the 

number of jobs than would big-game hunting on an area of equal size. Another example is 

the Luangwa National Park in Zambia, which produced twice the number of jobs provided 

by Benin and Burkina Faso’s trophy hunting sector combined in 2007. The IUCN also found 

that Africa’s 11 main big-game hunting countries only contributed an average of 0.6% to the 

national GDP as of 2009. Of this marginal profit, studies suggest that as little as 3-5% of 

trophy hunting revenues are actually shared with local communities.41,42 

 

Therefore, any proposed import of African elephant trophies must be strictly scrutinized to 

determine whether the hunt actually enhanced the survival of the species, as would be 

required under an endangered listing. The ESA permitting process is essential to ensure 

that trophy imports are analyzed under the enhancement standard, and an endangered 

listing would require the Service to publish notice and accept public comment on all 

applications for African elephant trophy imports to ensure that the enhancement analysis 

is based on the best available science.  

 

In conducting such an enhancement analysis, the Service must evaluate whether the source 

country has established a scientifically based management program that is developed and 

implemented to promote the conservation of the species in each management area. In order 

to facilitate that evaluation, the Service should adopt criteria that range state and 

management area plans must meet and formal guidance on how permit biologists should 

evaluate each application to import an elephant trophy. For example, the range state from 

which the trophy originated must: 

 

 Have an approved and current national elephant management plan, which develops 

and implements conservation activities for specific elephant conservation units and 

works in concert with regional elephant management plans. Such national 

management plans should be developed using the IUCN SSC guidelines for strategic 

conservation planning, based on scientific information, and implemented in a 

manner that benefits the species and provides economic incentives for local 

communities to protect and expand African elephant habitat. 

 Have up-to-date estimates on elephant distribution range, abundance, and status. 

 Observe a precautionary approach to establishing hunting quotas given current 

elephant population trends. 

 Carry a credible capacity to monitor and manage elephant populations in order to 

maintain healthy numbers and genetic diversity. 

 Appoint an identified national elephant plan coordinator. 

 Have an understanding of the biological needs of the species, as informed by the best 

available science. 

 Have sound law enforcement capabilities to deter or punish illegal retaliatory 

killings. 

                                                           
41 Economists at Large. (2013). The $200 million question: How much does trophy hunting really 

contribute to African communities? A report for the African Lion Coalition, prepared by Economists 

at Large, Melbourne, Australia. 
42 Sachedina, H.T. 2008. “Wildlife Is Our Oil : Conservation, Livelihoods and NGOs in the Tarangire 

Ecosystem, Tanzania.” University of Oxford. PhD. Thesis. 
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 Involve local communities in elephant protection and humane conflict mitigation 

strategies.  

 Implement a human-elephant conflict management plan (including rapid response, 

mitigation approaches, a training component, education). 

 Actively promote wildlife-integrated land-use to ensure land-use planning does not 

negatively impact elephant conservation. 

 Achieve conservation targets within identified time frames. 

 Document the achievement of stated goals and monitor and evaluate the 

implementation of the plan, and adapt it as necessary. 

 Be in compliance with all international, regional and national commitments, 

agreements and regulations relating to wildlife (and specifically elephant) 

conservation, including (but not limited to) CITES. 

 Have enacted laws and provided ample resources for enforcement against illegal 

trade in elephants and their parts. 

 Cooperate with neighboring countries for transboundary elephant population 

conservation and monitoring. 

 Have a system for measuring good governance when it comes to wildlife 

conservation/protection policy making and its implementation (for example, 

transparency International’s corruption perception index). 

 Have credible policies for managing any hunting offtake, including: 

o A science-based system for establishing hunting quotas which is 

demonstrably sustainable at a population level; 

o Price-setting (taxes and minimum number of safari days) and a system of 

concession leasing that increase the value of elephants across Africa (no 

competition on price); 

o Hunting moratoria for any declining populations; 

o A verifiable and enforceable mechanism to ensure no subadults or females 

are taken; 

o An adaptive management  policy of monitoring the impacts of the removal of 

individuals on remaining populations , and adjusting quotas accordingly; and  

o A demonstrable commitment to ensure proceeds of trophy hunting are used 

to benefit wildlife (and specifically elephant) conservation and communities 

living with wildlife. 

The African elephant is in danger of extinction due to frivolous and poorly managed trophy 

hunting, and the Service must uplist the species and evaluate any requests for trophy 

imports under the enhancement standard. 

 

C. Inadequacy of Existing Regulatory Mechanisms  

As detailed in the Petition, existing regulatory mechanisms are wholly inadequate to 

protect the African elephant from extinction. Although the Service proposed to amend the 

special rule for Loxodonta africana several months after we filed the Petition (80 Fed. Reg. 

45154 (July 29, 2015) (“Proposed Rule”)), that regulation is not yet finalized and would 

continue to allow significant trade. 

Pursuant to the ESA (16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)) and implementing regulations (50 C.F.R. §§ 

17.21, 17.22), once the Service lists a species as endangered, individuals of the species are 

protected from import, export, take, interstate sale, and interstate commercial transport, 
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except “for scientific purposes or to enhance the propagation or survival of the affected 

species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1539(a)(1)(A); 50 C.F.R. § 17.21(g)(1)(ii).  

 

For threatened species, the Service “shall issue such regulations as he deems necessary and 

advisable to provide for the conservation of such species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(d). The Service 

generally applies the same protections to threatened species as endangered species (50 

C.F.R. § 17.31), but certain species, like the African elephant, are regulated under a special 

rule. Special rules must be designed and implemented to actually promote the conservation 

of the species. See Sierra Club v. Clark, 755 F.2d 608 (8th Cir. 1985). See also 16 U.S.C. § 

1531(b) (the primary purpose of the ESA is to “provide a program for the conservation of 

such endangered species”); 16 U.S.C. § 1532(3) (the term “conservation” means “to use…all 

methods and procedures which are necessary to bring any endangered species or 

threatened species to the point at which the measures provided pursuant to this chapter 

are no longer necessary”).  

 

The current special rule (50 C.F.R. § 17.40(e)), fails to provide for the conservation of 

African elephants, as required by law, and therefore is inadequate. Indeed, the current 

regulation fails to address the significant impact that Americans have on the imperilment 

of the species through a robust domestic market in elephant parts supplied by poaching, 

unsustainable trophy hunting, and other activities. Unfortunately, as discussed below, the 

Proposed Rule also suffers from flaws that render it inadequate to protect the species from 

extinction. 

 

1) The Service’s Existing and Proposed Regulations Do Not Strictly Regulate the 

Domestic Ivory Market 

 

The U.S. domestic ivory market is clearly significant in size and global influence, as 

detailed above and in the Petition. The current special rule does not regulate the domestic 

ivory market, and it is imperative that the Service apply the ESA prohibitions on interstate 

commerce to all African elephant specimens in order to promote the conservation of the 

species, as required by law. While the Proposed Rule describes an impressive list of 

prosecutions against elephant ivory traffickers, primarily under the Lacey Act,43 the Service 

must do more than focus on large scale smuggling of ivory and must address the rampant 

interstate trade in ivory, which has a substantial negative cumulative impact on elephant 

conservation. The U.S. must take a leadership role on curtailing the trade in elephant 

products not only to address the domestic demand for ivory but also to enhance the ongoing 

collaboration with other consumer nations (such as China) to signal that collective action is 

needed to conserve this iconic species. 

 

a. The Proposed De Minimis Exception for Interstate Commerce is Insufficient 

 

The Service must strictly prohibit interstate commerce in African elephant ivory, as it does 

currently with Asian elephant ivory, instead of broadly allowing interstate trade in “de 

mininims” ivory as the Proposed Rule would.44  

 

                                                           
43 80 Fed. Reg. at 45158-9. 
44 80 Fed. Reg. at 45163. 
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By allowing unfettered interstate trade in de minimis ivory items, the Service would fail to 

comply with the ESA’s requirement that special rules be “necessary and advisable to 

provide for the conservation of such species.” 16 U.S.C. 1533(d). The proposed de minimis 

exception is neither necessary nor advisable. For example, in contrast to other special rules 

that are designed to “incentivize proactive conservation efforts,”45 the Service’s proposal to 

allow unregulated interstate sale (without permits) in a significant number of small ivory 

pieces would not encourage conservation and instead is designed primarily to minimize 

political opposition to the regulation. Permitting an individual in the U.S. to buy an item 

with a de minimis amount of ivory will not make that individual more likely to contribute 

to elephant conservation in the long-term.  

 

Further, the proposed de minimis exception would create substantial enforcement 

difficulties and contribute to the threats facing the species’ continued existence. The 

exception would allow a robust market in ivory to persist and create a cover for illegal trade 

in ivory sourced directly through poaching (as well as send a message to other ivory-

consuming nations that continued trade should be allowed). Lack of public awareness 

regarding the elephant poaching crisis and the U.S.’s role in it has significantly contributed 

to illegal sales in this country. Under the current system, legal ivory goods are sold 

alongside illegal goods, causing consumers to (mistakenly) believe that all ivory trade is 

legal. By allowing significant ivory trade to continue, the de minimis provision would 

perpetuate this consumer confusion and make it more likely that the status quo will 

continue.  

 

Moreover, the de minimis exception contained in the Proposed Rule allows commerce in 

items if the ivory was imported into the U.S. prior to January 18, 1990 (for items located 

within the U.S.) or removed from the wild prior to February 26, 1976 (if the item was 

imported into the U.S.). But this would be difficult to enforce, as the Service has not 

proposed adequate measures to eliminate fraud in the types of documentation that may be 

used to prove that an item qualifies under this exception. For example, the Proposed Rule 

states that the Service will accept “qualified appraisal[s]” as proof of provenance. As we 

learned while working on ivory legislation in New York State, which previously relied 

heavily on appraisals as proof of age, the appraisal system is fraught with abuse: although 

appraisers can examine the style, condition, price, and information from the seller, they 

often cannot determine the date of acquisition. As stated by Norman Sandfield, a member 

of the International Ivory Society and International Society of Appraisers: 

 

“[A]s a dealer in ivory products, I am not sure how I would respond to a customer who 

asked for a written statement from the seller that clearly states the ivory sold is not 

restricted. Anything I give the customer would have no legal standing (except to 

possibly embarrass me in the future), and I have no authority to issue any paperwork 

with legal standing on ivory issues. Most collectors and dealers of ivory with whom I 

have talked believe that they have acquired all of their ivory legally, but would be hard 

pressed to prove it with the necessary paperwork.”46  

 

 

                                                           
45 FWS, Endangered Species Act Special Rules (2014), at http://www.fws.gov/mountain-

prairie/factsheets/ESA%20SpecialRules%20Factsheet_020714.pdf.  
46 Norman Sandfield, lIS Newsletter 2002-45. 

http://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/factsheets/ESA%20SpecialRules%20Factsheet_020714.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/factsheets/ESA%20SpecialRules%20Factsheet_020714.pdf
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b. The Special Rule Might Be Expanded to Include An Exception for Museums 

 

The ESA provides that the term “commercial activity” means “all activities of industry and 

trade, including, but not limited to, the buying or selling of commodities and activities 

conducted for the purpose of facilitating such buying and selling: Provided, however, That it 

does not include exhibition of commodities by museums or similar cultural or historical 

organizations.” 16 U.S.C. § 1532. This definition is directly relevant for the analysis of 

whether a particular specimen qualifies for the ESA Pre-Act exception for prohibited 

activities (16 U.S.C. § 1538(b)) and to the scope of the prohibition on interstate transport 

when there is no sale (16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)(1)(E)). 

 

In its Proposed Rule, the Service indicated that it was considering adopting a total 

exception to the prohibition on interstate commerce (including direct sale) in elephant ivory 

for museums.47 Such an exemption would undermine elephant conservation and further 

emphasizes the need for a strict prohibition on interstate commerce through an endangered 

uplisting. 

 

First, a museum exception for the interstate trade of elephant ivory is unnecessary given 

the antiques exception contained in the ESA. Examples of items that could not be sold 

interstate include jewelry pieces, ivory chess sets, and ivory figurines that were sourced 

from recently-killed elephants. These items are not of historical or educational value, which 

is the primary purpose of legitimate museums. 

 

Second, entities purporting to be museums (a term which is not defined in the ESA) could 

abuse a museum exception to perpetuate the trade in elephant ivory in a manner that 

undermines elephant conservation. For instance, in 2007, Sacramento State University’s 

then-president wrote to the Tanzanian government to secure special access for two avid 

trophy hunters from California – Paul and Renee Snider – to kill more than 80 species of 

animals for a new “natural history museum,” to be paid for with a reported $2.4 million 

donation from the couple.48 If the Sniders’ personal collection of trophies were considered a 

museum, they would be allowed to sell ivory sourced from unsustainably hunted elephants, 

to the detriment of elephant conservation. 

 

c. The Service Is Considering Broadening the Exemptions for the Export of Ivory 

 

In its Proposed Rule, the Service also indicated that it might broaden the exemptions for 

the noncommercial import and export of worked ivory.49 The Proposed Rule would limit 

ivory exports by (1) restricting commercial exports of worked ivory to antiques only, and (2) 

restricting noncommercial exports of worked ivory to that which qualifies as antique, Pre-

Act, law enforcement and bona fide scientific specimens, and ivory legally acquired and 

removed from the wild prior to February 26, 1976 that is either part of a household move or 

                                                           
47 80 Fed. Reg. at 45163. 
48 Jennifer Fearing, Cecil the Lion’s Awful Death Should End Trophy Hunting, Sacramento Bee, 

Aug. 3, 2015, available at http://www.sacbee.com/opinion/op-ed/soapbox/article29887975.html. See 

also HSI, Trophy Madness: Elite Hunters, Animal Trophies and Safari Club International’s Hunting 

Awards (Sept. 2015), available at http://blog.humanesociety.org/wp-

content/uploads/2015/09/TROPHY-MADNESS_FINAL.pdf 
49 80 Fed. Reg. at 45170.  

http://www.sacbee.com/opinion/op-ed/soapbox/article29887975.html
http://blog.humanesociety.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/09/TROPHY-MADNESS_FINAL.pdf
http://blog.humanesociety.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/09/TROPHY-MADNESS_FINAL.pdf
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inheritance, musical instrument, or traveling exhibition.50 But the Service has suggested 

that these provisions might be weakened, further supporting the need for an endangered 

uplisting that would strictly regulate exports of African elephant parts. 

 

When brokers are authorized to purchase large quantities of worked ivory in the U.S. at 

stores and auctions for export, it stimulates international demand for ivory that is often 

met through poaching. According to data collected by the International Fund for Animal 

Welfare, from 2009 to 2012, 6,753 supposedly legal ivory objects were exported or seized on 

attempted export from the U.S., approximately 250 of which were seized before they were 

actually exported.51 Many of these exports were likely by foreign buyers who traveled to the 

U.S. to buy ivory due to the fact that it is much less expensive here than in China, which 

has the world’s largest ivory market.52 In a 2015 report commissioned by the Natural 

Resources Defense Council on California’s ivory market, the investigator was told by an 

established ivory collector informant that he had attended several auctions conducted by a 

California gallery that included ivory lots.53 Many foreigners attended, some with 

interpreters, and the ivory lots always sold out, with many being purchased by telephone 

bidders.54 Similarly, a 2014 report by the International Fund for Animal Welfare found that 

a significant proportion of ivory buyers at U.S. auctions are males of Asian descent.55 The 

report stated that “[i]n at least two of the auction galleries visited, the owners were 

Chinese, and several auction websites posted their catalogs and other promotional 

materials in Chinese.”56 Even reputable auction houses have been responsible for exporting 

illegal ivory for buyers under the pretense of legality. Indeed, according to Service data on 

ivory seizures, Sotheby’s attempted to export a number of the ivory exports seized between 

2009 and 2012.57 And in 2013, ivory vendors in New York City stated that between 2009 

and 2011 Chinese buyers visited their stores and bought almost everything on display.58  

 

2) Existing and Proposed Trophy Import Regulations are Inadequate  

 

We applaud the Service’s attempt in the Proposed Rule to ensure that trophy hunting does 

not contribute to commercial trade in ivory derived from trophy tusks; however, the 

Proposed Rule does not do enough to regulate the activity of Americans engaged in elephant 

trophy hunting, as the Proposed Rule establishes an arbitrary and capricious “quota” for 

trophy imports. Specifically, the Proposed Rule (50 C.F.R. § 17.40(e)(6)(E)) provides that 

“No more than two African elephant sport-hunted trophies [can be] imported by any hunter 

in a calendar year.” 

 

                                                           
50 80 Fed. Reg. at 45174. 
51 International Fund for Animal Welfare. (2014) Bidding Against Survival: The Elephant Poaching 

Crisis and the Role of Auctions in the U.S. Ivory Market at 8. Available at 

http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-Ivory-Auctions-bidding-against-survival-aug-

2014_0.pdf. 
52 Stiles (2015) at 15.  
53 Id. 
54 Id. at 15.  
55 IFAW (2014) at 22. 
56 Id.  
57 IFAW (2014) at 14.  
58 Stiles (2014) at 15. 

http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-Ivory-Auctions-bidding-against-survival-aug-2014_0.pdf
http://www.ifaw.org/sites/default/files/IFAW-Ivory-Auctions-bidding-against-survival-aug-2014_0.pdf
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The Service has a statutory burden to demonstrate that every provision of the special rule 

is “necessary and advisable to provide for the conservation” of African elephants. 16 U.S.C. 

§ 1533(d). Further, the Service must “articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action 

including a ‘rational connection between the facts found and the choice made.’” Motor 

Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983). In 

the Proposed Rule, the Service has articulated that establishing a quota is necessary to 

limit the quantity of elephant tusks that one person imports, in order to restrict the ability 

to import “commercial quantities of ivory as sport-hunted trophies.” 80 Fed. Reg. at 45165.  

But the Service has articulated no explanation for why allowing two trophies per hunter 

per year—the equivalent of each hunter killing two elephants per year or ten elephants in 

five years – would not create a risk of allowing commercial quantities of ivory to be 

imported (e.g., four tusks can generate substantial amounts of valuable ivory products on 

an annual basis; and twenty tusks in a short five year period are also extremely valuable).   

 

Further, given the negative impacts that trophy hunting has on elephant conservation, it is 

arbitrary and capricious for the Service to assert that allowing every American to kill two 

African elephants each year is necessary and advisable for elephant conservation. Based on 

the Service’s current position, there are only a few countries from which U.S. hunters can 

source elephant trophies (e.g., South Africa and Namibia), but the Service does not appear 

to have considered how its proposed trophy quota would impact the populations within 

those countries (as opposed to impacts on the species across its range). The Service should 

uplist the African elephant to endangered and evaluate each proposed trophy import on a 

case-by-case basis under the enhancement standard, which is unlikely to result in the 

allowance of more than one elephant trophy import per hunter per lifetime, if any. 16 

U.S.C. § 1531(c)(1) (FWS “shall seek to conserve endangered and threatened species and 

shall utilize [its] authorities in furtherance of the purpose[]” of the ESA, i.e., conservation, 

16 U.S.C. § 1531(b)).  

 

3) Regulation of Other Elephant Parts Is Inadequate Under Existing and Proposed 

Regulations 

 

The U.S. continues to be a major importer of elephant parts and products in addition to 

trophies and ivory. As detailed in Petitioners’ uplisting petition, between 2003 and 2012, 

this included small leather products (57,844 specimens), ivory carvings (56,204 specimens), 

and skins (33,184 specimens). And the updated trade data from 2013 and 2014 indicates 

that the U.S. continues to import hundreds of elephant skins for commercial purposes. This 

is likely in part due to burgeoning demand for shoes made from elephant leather. The 

Proposed Rule asserts that regulating such activity is not necessary because “there is no 

information to indicate that…commercial use of elephant parts and products other than 

ivory has had any effect on the rates or patterns of illegal killing of elephants and the 

illegal trade in ivory.”59 However, even if ivory is the primary motivation for elephant 

poaching, strictly regulating the international and domestic trade in other elephant parts 

under an endangered listing will ensure that the new restrictions on the ivory market do 

not have the impact of incentivizing killing elephants for other valuable parts. Further, the 

Service must address the broader negative impact that commercialization of wildlife parts 

has on public perception of the need to conserve imperiled species.  

 

                                                           
59 80 Fed. Reg. at 45161. 
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4) Regulation of Live Elephants Is Inadequate Under Existing and Proposed 

Regulations 

 

We applaud the Service for proposing to amend its regulations to apply the take prohibition 

to live African elephants in captivity in the U.S. 

 

As the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries Service have 

repeatedly acknowledged, when a species, subspecies, or distinct population segment is 

listed, such listing clearly applies to any individual of the listed entity, whether living in 

captivity60 or in the wild. See 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b) (making clear that the take prohibition 

applies to captive animals regardless of the date of listing); 16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)(1) 

(prohibiting the take of “any” endangered species); H.R. Rep. No. 93-412 (1973) (“[t]he term 

‘fish or wildlife’ means all wild animals, whether or not raised in captivity”); 42 Fed. Reg. 

28052 (June 1, 1977) (“captive individuals provide gene pools that deserve continued 

preservation, and such individuals make it possible to re-establish or rejuvenate wild 

populations,” and “[f]or these reasons, the Service will continue to enforce the stringent 

prohibitions of the Act as they relate to captive individuals of a species that is endangered 

in the wild…”); 44 Fed. Reg. 30044 (May 23, 1979) (“The Service has consistently 

maintained that the Act applies to both wild and captive populations of a species…”); 63 

Fed. Reg. 48634, 48636 (September 11, 1998) (explaining that “take” was defined by 

Congress to apply to endangered or threatened wildlife “whether wild or captive” and 

conceding that “It is true that the Act applies to all specimens that comprise a ‘species’” and 

“does not distinguish between wild and captive specimens thereof”); 77 Fed. Reg. 431, 434 

(Jan. 5, 2012) (the ESA “specifically covers any species that is listed as endangered or 

threatened, whether it is native to the United States or non-native and whether it is in 

captivity or in the wild.”); 78 Fed. Reg. 33790 (June 5, 2013); 78 Fed. Reg. 35201, 35204 

(June 12, 2013) (“the Act does not allow for captive-held animals to be assigned separate 

legal status from their wild counterparts on the basis of their captive state, including 

through designation as a separate distinct population segment (DPS). It is also not possible 

to separate out captive- held specimens for different legal status under the Act by other 

approaches…”); 79 Fed. Reg. 4313, 4317 (Jan. 27, 2014) (“The ESA does not support the 

exclusion of captive members from a listing based solely on their status as captive.”); 80 

Fed. Reg. 34500 (June 16, 2015). 

 

Thus, it would be arbitrary and capricious for the Service to not extend ESA protections to 

captive elephants, particularly given that the Service has long recognized that certain uses 

of captive animals undermine the conservation of endangered species in the wild. See 57 

Fed. Reg. 548, 550 (January 7, 1992) (There is a danger of “captive-bred animals…[being] 

used for purposes that do not contribute to conservation, such as for pets…or for 

entertainment”); 44 Fed. Reg. 30044, 30045 (May 23, 1979) (“uses of captive wildlife can be 

detrimental to wild populations”); 77 Fed. Reg. 431, 434 (Jan. 5, 2012) (“While the Service 

does believe that captive breeding can provide a significant benefit to endangered species, 

                                                           
60 FWS regulations define “captivity” to mean that “living wildlife is held in a controlled environment 

that is intensively manipulated by man for the purpose of producing wildlife of the selected species, 

and that has boundaries designed to prevent animal, eggs or gametes of the selected species from 

entering or leaving the controlled environment. General characteristics of captivity may include but 

are not limited to artificial housing, waste removal, health care, protection from predators, and 

artificially supplied food.” 50 C.F.R. § 17.3. 



29 

 

such benefits can only be realized when the breeding program is scientifically based and 

conducted in a manner that contributes to the continued survival of the species… However, 

breeding just to breed, without adequate attention to genetic composition and demographics 

of the breeding population, may not provide a clear conservation benefit to an endangered 

species.”).     

 

Further, studies show that the use of endangered species in entertainment media 

undermines conservation efforts by decreasing public awareness about the plight of 

endangered species, decreasing donations to conservation programs, and facilitating 

poaching and trafficking of wild animals.61 Additionally, studies highlight the need for 

education programs to be carefully crafted to ensure that wildlife exhibition actually has a 

positive impact on viewers.62 Thus, it is imperative that captive elephants be strictly 

protected from take (including the use of bullhooks to force performances, such as occurs at 

the Natural Bridge Zoo and other substandard exhibition facilities) and that endangered 

species permits are required for all actions that harm or harass captive elephants. Such 

permits must be subject to public notice and comment to ensure that otherwise prohibited 

activities involving captive elephants actually enhance the survival of the species. 

 

Similarly, it is imperative that interstate and foreign commerce in live elephants is 

regulated and that the Service narrowly construe the Pre-Act exception for captive 

elephants to ensure that elephants used for commercial enterprises are not exempt from 

permitting requirements. See, e.g., PETA v. FWS, Case No. 14-55471, (9th Cir. 2014). But 

the Service’s proposed special rule fails to address that trade. Recently, there has been 

global outrage against the export of wild elephants captured from Zimbabwe and sold to 

China for exhibition63 and the Service recently approved a CITES import permit for three 

U.S. zoos to import 18 elephants from Swaziland (and no ESA import permit was required 

under existing law). The Service must ensure that any proposed imports of live elephants 

into the U.S. are strictly (and publicly) scrutinized through the ESA permitting process 

under the enhancement standard. 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
61 See, e.g., Steve R. Ross et al., Inappropriate Use and Portrayal of Chimpanzees, Science vol. 319, 

pg. 1487 (2008); Stephen R. Ross et al., Specific Image Characteristics Influence Attitudes about 

Chimpanzee Conservation and Use as Pets, PLoS One 6(7) (July 13, 2011); Kara Schroepfer et al., 

Use of “Entertainment” Chimpanzees in Commercials Distorts Public Perception Regarding Their 

Conservation Status, PLoS One 6(10) (Oct. 12. 2011). 
62 See, e.g., Kristen E. Lukas & Stephen R. Ross, Naturalistic Exhibits May Be More Effective Than 

Traditional Exhibits at Improving Zoo-Visitor Attitudes Toward African Apes, Anthrozoos Vol. 27:3, 

435-455 (Sept. 2014); Eric Jensen, Evaluating Children’s Conservation Biology Learning at the Zoo, 

Conservation Biology Vol. 28:4, 1004-1011 (Aug. 2014); Philip J. Nyhus et al., Thirteen Thousand 

and Counting: How the Growing Captive Tiger Populations Threaten Wild Tigers, in Tigers of the 

World, 2d ed., pp. 232, 237 (2010); BK Anne-Isola Nekaris et al, Tickled to Death: Analysing Public 

Perception of ‘Cute’ Videos of Threatened Species (Slow Lorises – Nycticebus spp.) on Web 2.0 Sites, 

PLoS ONE Vol. 8(7) (July 24, 2013). 
63 Bloomberg, Zimbabwe Flies 20 Elephants to China Amid Conservation Efforts (July 6, 2015), 

http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2015-07-06/zimbabwe-flies-20-elephants-to-china-amid-

conservation-efforts. 

http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2015-07-06/zimbabwe-flies-20-elephants-to-china-amid-conservation-efforts
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2015-07-06/zimbabwe-flies-20-elephants-to-china-amid-conservation-efforts
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Conclusion 

 

We applaud the Service for commencing a status review for the African elephant. The best 

available science shows that this species meets the statutory definition of an endangered 

species based on the threats of habitat loss, overutilization for commercial and recreational 

purposes, and the inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms and, therefore, must be 

protected under the ESA’s most strict prohibitions on import, export, interstate commerce, 

and take. 
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NOTICE OF PETITION 

Honorable Sally Jewell, Secretary  
U.S. Department of the Interior 
1849 C Street NW 
Washington, DC 20240 
 
Daniel M. Ashe, Director 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
1849 C Street NW 
Washington, DC 20240 
 
Brian Arroyo, Assistant Director 
International Affairs 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
1849 C Street NW 
Washington, DC 20240 
 
Gary Frazer, Assistant Director 
Ecological Services 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
1849 C Street NW 
Washington, DC 20240 
 
Dear Secretary Jewell, Director Ashe, Assistant Director Arroyo, and Assistant Director Frazer: 
 
Pursuant to Section 4(b) of the Endangered Species Act (“ESA”), 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b), Section 553(e) of 
the Administrative Procedure Act (“APA”), 5 U.S.C. § 553(e), and 50 C.F.R. § 424.14, Petitioners (The 
Humane Society of the United States, Humane Society International, Center for Biological Diversity, 
International Fund for Animal Welfare, and The Fund for Animals), hereby petition the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service (“FWS” or “the Service”) to list all leopards 
(Panthera pardus) as Endangered. 

Additionally, pursuant to the First Amendment of the United States Constitution1 and the APA (5 U.S.C. 
§ 553(e)), Petitioners hereby petition the Service to take immediate action to restrict imports of African 
leopards, by (1) suspending the issuance of CITES import permits for Panthera pardus trophies until the 
FWS non-detriment advice memorandum is reevaluated for each range country where trophy hunting 
occurs; and (2) rescinding the special rule pertaining to leopards from “southern Africa” (50 C.F.R. § 
17.40(f)) to require ESA permits for all otherwise prohibited activities, consistent with 50 C.F.R. § 
17.31(a). 

                                                           
1 “Congress shall make no law ... abridging ... the right of the people ...  to petition Government for a redress of 
grievances.”  U.S. CONST., amend. I.  The Supreme Court has recognized that the right to petition is logically 
implicit in, and fundamental to, the very idea of a republican form of government.  United States v. Cruikshank, 92 
U.S.  542, 552 (1875); United Mine Workers of America, Dist. 12 v. Illinois State Bar Ass’n, 389 U.S. 217, 222 
(1967); Thomas v. Collins, 323 U.S. 516, 530 (1945).   
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This petition presents substantial scientific and commercial information that leopards in Africa “south of 
and including…Gabon, Congo, Zaire, Uganda, Kenya” should be included in an Endangered listing for all 
Panthera pardus. 50 C.F.R. § 17.11 (listing leopards as Endangered in Asia and North and West Africa, 
but listing as Threatened leopards in Central, East, and Southern Africa).2 See also 50 C.F.R. § 
424.14(b)(1) (“substantial information” is “that amount of information that would lead a reasonable 
person to believe that the measure proposed in the Petition may be warranted”); 16 U.S.C. §1533(b)(3)(A) 
(The Secretary must make an initial finding on the petition “[t]o the maximum extent practicable, within 
90 days after receiving the Petition”); HSUS v. Pritzker, 2014 WL 6946022 (D.D.C. 2014) (holding that 
conclusive evidence is not required to make a positive 90-day finding). Petitioners are confident that a 
status review of the species, as required by 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)-(c), will support a finding that listing all 
Panthera pardus as Endangered is in fact warranted.  

Further, as demonstrated herein, the Service must take immediate action to restrict the import of leopard 
hunting trophies to ensure that its regulations and practice comply with the ESA’s statutory mandate to 
provide for the conservation of Endangered and Threatened species. See 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b), (c) 
(providing that federal agencies “shall utilize their authorities in furtherance of” the conservation purpose 
of the ESA); Sierra Club v. Clark, 755 F.2d 608 (8th Cir. 1985) (special rules must be designed and 
implemented to actually promote the conservation of the Threatened species). 

This Petition is supported by expert declarations from renowned wildlife experts Dr. Jane Goodall and 
Dereck Joubert, and enclosed is a disc of the scientific references cited. 

Respectfully submitted by: 

 

___________________________________________ 

Anna Frostic  
Attorney for The Humane Society of the United States  
and The Fund for Animals 
1255 23rd Street, NW, Suite 450  
Washington, DC 20037 
(202) 676-2333 
afrostic@humanesociety.org 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                           
2 This listing does not account for the fact that Zaire became the Democratic Republic of the Congo in 1997. 

mailto:afrostic@humanesociety.org
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_____________________________ 
Teresa Telecky, Ph.D. 
Humane Society International 
1255 23rd Street, NW, Suite 450  
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This Petition – submitted by The Humane Society of the United States, Humane Society International, 
Center for Biological Diversity, International Fund for Animal Welfare, and The Fund for Animals and 
supported by expert declarations from Dr. Jane Goodall and Dereck Joubert – demonstrates that the 
leopard (Panthera pardus) meets the statutory criteria for an Endangered listing under the ESA across its 
geographic range and requests reclassification for leopard populations listed as Threatened in 1982.  
 
The ESA considers a species (including subspecies or distinct population segment) to be “Endangered” 
when it “is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range.” 16 U.S.C. § 
1532(6). The ESA requires the Service to list a species as either “Endangered” or “Threatened” based on 
the following five factors: (1) the present or threatened destruction, modification, or curtailment of its 
habitat or range; (2) overutilization for commercial, recreational, scientific, or educational purposes; (3) 
disease or predation; (4) the inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms; and (5) “other natural or 
manmade factors affecting its continued existence.” Id. § 1533(a)(1)(A-E). The ESA requires the 
Secretary to determine within 90 days of receiving the Petition whether the Petition “presents substantial 
scientific or commercial information indicating that the petitioned action may be warranted.” Id. § 
1533(b)(3)(A). Such determination must be made solely on the basis of the “best scientific and 
commercial data available.” Id. § 1533(b)(1)(A).  
 
When a foreign species is listed as Endangered, protection under the ESA occurs by, inter alia, 
prohibiting imports unless they enhance the propagation or survival of the species or are for scientific 
purposes. Id. § 1533(b)(1)(A). Furthermore, Section 8 of the ESA provides for “International 
Cooperation” in the conservation of foreign, listed species, and listing a foreign species heightens global 
awareness about the importance of conserving the species. 
 
This Petition seeks to increase protection for leopards in southern Africa, while maintaining the 
Endangered listing for leopards in all other areas of the species’ range. Thus, this Petition describes the 
natural history and biology of the African leopard (Panthera pardus pardus) and the current status and 
distribution of this subspecies; it clearly shows that its range is in alarming and precipitous decline, 
including in southern Africa where leopards are currently listed as Threatened. The Petition reviews the 
threats to the continued existence of the African leopard, including loss of habitat and prey, excessive and 
unsustainable offtake for recreational purposes, high levels of poaching for commercial purposes, 
indiscriminant killing such as through snaring, and retaliatory killing by poison or firearms due to a 
perceived or actual treat to livestock and people. The Petition also demonstrates how Americans engaging 
in unsustainable trophy hunting and international trade of African leopards and their parts for hunting 
purposes are significantly and negatively impacting the conservation status of the African leopard. It then 
explains how existing laws and regulations are inadequate to address the numerous and interacting threats 
to the African leopard today.  
 
The Petition requests that as FWS considers an uplisting of Threatened leopards to Endangered, the 
agency immediately take action to strictly scrutinize the import of leopard trophies by (1) suspending the 
issuance of CITES import permits for Panthera pardus trophies until the FWS non-detriment advice 
memorandum is reevaluated for each range country where trophy hunting occurs; and (2) rescinding the 
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special rule pertaining to leopards from southern Africa (50 C.F.R. § 17.40(f)) to require ESA permits for 
all otherwise prohibited activities, consistent with 50 C.F.R. § 17.31(a). 
 
Status and Distribution 
 
The IUCN Red List status of the leopard demonstrates the precipitous deterioration of the status of the 
leopard over the past 15 years: in 2002, the species was considered Least Concern; in 2008, Near 
Threatened; and in 2016, Vulnerable (Stein et al. 2016). The most recent IUCN Red List assessment lists 
persecution, habitat fragmentation, an increase in illegal wildlife trade, excessive take for ceremonial use 
of skins, prey base declines, and poorly managed trophy hunting as major threats to the survival of the 
species (Stein et al. 2016). Regarding African leopard populations specifically, the subpopulation of 
North Africa (which is currently listed as Endangered under the ESA) potentially qualifies as Critically 
Endangered due to very small and declining number of mature individuals; since the previous IUCN 
assessment in 2008, leopards likely have become extinct in Morocco and Algeria (Stein et al. 2016). In 
sub-Saharan Africa, the leopard population has declined by >30% in the past three generations, 
potentially qualifying the sub-Saharan population of the subspecies as Vulnerable (Stein et al. 2016); this 
decline was caused by a 21% loss of leopard habitat in sub-Saharan Africa over the past 25 years, and 
59% decline in prey loss in protected areas. At the regional level within sub-Saharan Africa, Stein et al. 
(2016) infer a >50% loss of leopard populations in East and West Africa, due to leopard prey reduction by 
52% and 85% in those regions, respectively. In southern Africa, populations in Angola, Zambia, 
Mozambique, Zimbabwe and South Africa appear to be decreasing (Stein et al. 2016). In addition to 
habitat loss and loss of prey base, Stein et al. (2016) recognize two other major threats to leopards in sub-
Saharan Africa: conflict with farmers over actual or potential killing of domesticated livestock or farmed 
wild animals (game farming or game ranching); and poorly managed trophy hunting, especially when it is 
concentrated geographically and when it targets individuals in their prime, who are territorial and 
reproductively active.  
 
Regarding the total population size for the African leopard subspecies across its range, according to the 
2008 IUCN assessment (Henschel et al.), “there are no reliable continent-wide estimates of population 
size in Africa, and the most commonly cited estimate of over 700,000 leopards in Africa (Martin and de 
Meulenaer 1988) is flawed” (emphasis added). The most recent publication on leopard status and 
distribution (Jacobson et al. 2016) stated, “Earlier Africa-wide assessments of population size (Myers, 
1976; Eaton, 1977; Martin & De Meulenaer, 1988; Shoemaker, 1993) employed questionable population 
models based on scant field data and were widely criticized as being unrealistic (Hamilton, 1981; 
Jackson, 1989; Norton,1990; Bailey, 1993)” (p. 2). The current ESA Threatened listing – which dates to 
1982 – is based on outdated information and must be reviewed in light of the substantial evidence 
indicating a significant decline in populations over the last three decades.  
 
Present and Threatened Destruction, Modification, Curtailment of Habitat or Range 

African populations of the leopard have experienced significant and ongoing loss of habitat. The most 
recently published scientific assessment of the status and distribution of the species (Jacobson et al. 
2016a) found that P. pardus pardus, the African leopard, has lost 48-67% of its historical range. In North 
Africa, P. pardus pardus has lost 93.9-99% of its historic range; in West Africa, the range loss is 86-95%; 
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in Central Africa, the range loss is 45-66%; in East Africa, the range loss is 40-60%; and in Southern 
Africa, the range loss is 28-51% (Jacobson et al. 2016a).  Jacobson et al. (2016a) state, “even for this 
relatively widespread subspecies, there is still substantial cause for concern across large portions of its 
range.” The subspecies existed historically in 47 range States, but exists in only 38 today, and thus has 
been extirpated from nine countries: Mauritania, Togo, and Tunisia; Gambia, Lesotho, and Morocco 
(possibly extinct); and Algeria, Burundi, and Mali (possibly present) (Jacobson et al. 2016a).  
 
The most recent IUCN assessment of the leopard (Stein et al. 2016) agrees largely with the findings of 
Jacobson et al. (2016a) with regard to range loss over the past three leopard generations (22.3 years); they 
estimated a 61% range loss for the species across its range (from 21,953,435 km2 in the 2008 IUCN 
assessment to 8,515,935 km2 in the 2016 assessment); a 21% range loss in sub-Saharan Africa; a 97% 
range loss in North Africa; a “dramatically reduced” range in West Africa; “substantial range declines” in 
West, Central, and East Africa; and a 21% range loss in southern Africa. Stein et al. (2016) attributes the 
range declines in West, Central, and East Africa to habitat loss and fragmentation which threaten the 
survival of leopards because they “require large, contiguous habitats with low human impacts to 
reproduce successfully” (Stein et al. 2016). Other factors contributing to range loss in Africa are prey 
reductions due to the illegal and unsustainable bushmeat trade, illegal harvest of skins, and human-
leopard conflict and retaliation for livestock depredation.  
 

Overutilization for Commercial, Recreational, or Scientific Purposes 

The original analysis presented in this petition shows that between 2005 and 2014 (the most recent years 
for which complete data are available), 35,421 leopard specimens (leopards, dead or alive, and their parts 
and derivatives, the equivalent of at least 12,791 leopards), were traded internationally. Of these 12,791 
leopards traded internationally, 10,191 of these specimens were hunting trophies. 

The U.S. is the top importer of leopard specimens sourced from the wild (accounting for 45% of the total 
trade), and the vast majority of leopard specimens imported to the U.S. are hunting trophies.  From 2005-
2014, Americans imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 5,575 individuals, including 
bodies (14), live specimens (26), skins (741), and trophies (4,794). This amount is equivalent to 
approximately 44% of the global imports in leopards during this period.  

Most leopards imported into the U.S. were exported from Zimbabwe (1,745 total: 1,489 trophies and 256 
skins, 31% of total imports) and the United Republic of Tanzania (1,270 total: 1,118 trophies and 152 
skins, 23% of total imports), with South Africa (900 total: 729 trophies, 163 skins and 8 bodies, 16% of 
total imports), Namibia (654 total: 646 trophies, 5 skins, 3 bodies, 12% of total imports), Zambia (468 
total: 466 trophies and two skins, 8% of total imports), Mozambique (238 total: 133 trophies and 105 
skins, 4% of total imports), and Botswana (196 total: 191 trophies and 5 skins, 4% of total imports) also 
playing major roles in exports.  

Since the 1982 Threatened listing was put in place relaxing requirements for leopard trophy imports from 
southern Africa, there has been a dramatic increase in the number of leopard trophies imported, with 
numbers steadily rising throughout the 1990’s and peaking in 2009, when 657 trophies were imported. 
The number of leopard trophy imports has remained over 300 per year since 1999, despite prior 
commitments from FWS to only allow “very few” leopard trophies into the country. 
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Poorly managed trophy hunting is considered a major threat to the survival of leopards in sub-Saharan 
Africa, especially when it is geographically concentrated and targets individuals in their prime, who are 
territorial and reproductively active (Stein et al. 2016). Recent studies have demonstrated that trophy 
hunting caused leopard population declines in South Africa (Balme et al. 2009, Pitman et al. 2015), 
Mozambique (Jorge 2012), Tanzania (Packer et al. 2009), and Zambia (Packer et al. 2010). Concern about 
unsustainable leopard trophy hunting has resulted in South Africa banning the export of leopard trophies 
in 2016; Botswana banning all trophy hunting, including of leopard, beginning in 2014; and Zambia 
banning leopard hunting in 2013 (Stein et al. 2016). 

Leopards also continue to be poached for commercial trade, and a trend can be seen in China exporting 
for commercial purposes an average of 413 leopard “derivatives” to the U.S. each year during 2006-2010, 
which abruptly ceased in 2011, and then the trend reappeared under a different but similar wildlife term: 
“medicine”; an average of 110 “medicine” products derived from leopards being exported for commercial 
purposes from China (2012-2013) and then Hong Kong (2014). 

There is a large-scale illegal trade in leopard skins for “cultural regalia” in southern Africa, with an 
estimated 4,500-7,000 leopards killed annually to fulfill demand for skins by followers of one church 
alone (the Nazareth Baptist (Shembe) Church) (Stein et al. 2016, citing to Balme unpublished data).  

Inadequacy of Existing Regulatory Mechanisms 

Pursuant to Fish and Wildlife Service regulations, Panthera pardus is currently listed as Endangered 
across its range, with the exception of 18 countries in southern Africa where the species is listed as 
Threatened. 50 C.F.R. § 17.11. This differential geographic listing does not comport with FWS policy or 
statutory mandate, and the best available science – presented in this Petition – demonstrates that leopards 
in southern Africa, like leopards in Asia and northern Africa, are “in danger of extinction” in this 
significant portion of the species’ range. 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6).  

All leopards were originally listed as Endangered, initially to restrict the leopard fur trade (with over 
17,000 leopard hides imported into the United States from 1968-1969). 45 Fed. Reg. 19007 (March 24, 
1980). But in 1980, at the urging of trophy hunters, FWS proposed to reduce protections for leopards in 
most of Africa (even though the agency did not explain whether or why it thought that leopards in 
southern Africa were both “distinct” and “significant” such that the region constitutes a listable distinct 
population segment). See 61 Fed. Reg. 4722 (Feb. 7, 1996); 16 U.S.C. § 1532(16). And today, FWS still 
has not conducted an analysis of whether leopards in southern Africa can lawfully be listed as a distinct 
population segment. Similarly, since 1982 when it finalized the Threatened listing for African leopards, 
FWS has not conducted the mandatory five-year review for such listing, resulting in an antiquated listing 
that is not based on the best available science. 
 
In addition to the lack of scientific support for the original listing, the implementation of this listing is 
woefully inadequate to promote leopard conservation, endangering the survival of leopards in southern 
Africa. Currently, leopard trophies can be imported into the U.S. without an ESA permit, provided that 
the requirements of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species (CITES) are met. 
 
Currently, CITES has established export quotas for twelve African countries for leopard skins traded for 
personal and hunting trophy purposes, totalling 2,648 leopards per year. These quotas have dramatically 
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increased over time, with the number of leopards rising five-fold – from 460 in 1983 to 2,648 in 2016 – 
and the number of countries with export quotas rose from seven in 1983 to twelve in 2016.  
 
These quotas have no scientific basis and are not routinely reviewed to ensure that are not detrimental to 
the survival of the species. Indeed, the basis for the original and subsequent CITES export quotas for 
leopards is a model by Martin and de Meulenar (1988) that has been dismissed by modern leopard 
scientists as over-simplified as it was based on a correlation between rainfall and leopard numbers in 
savannah habitats of East Africa and used to predict leopard numbers across their entire sub-Saharan 
Africa range (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). 
 
Other Natural or Manmade Factors Affecting the Survival of the African Leopard in the Wild 

African leopards are also in danger of extinction due to other manmade factors.  Leopard population 
densities are directly related to biomass of medium and large-sized wild herbivores, the main leopard prey 
(Stein et al. 2016). However, populations of such herbivores have been severely depleted by the 
unsustainable bushmeat trade which is considered to be a major threat to the survival of the African 
leopard (Stein et al. 2016). According to Stein et al. (2016), Craigie et al. (2010) found an estimated 59% 
average decline in leopard prey populations in 78 protected areas in West, East, and Southern Africa 
between 1970 and 2005 due to commercialized bushmeat trade. Bushmeat hunting in the Congo Basin for 
local and commercial use has reduced the wild prey base, resulting in lower leopard densities and even 
the disappearance of leopards from some places (Henschel 2008, 2009). Leopard range is largely reduced 
in human-populated areas in the Democratic Republic of the Congo due illegal hunting and bushmeat 
trade (Stein et al. 2016). Bushmeat poaching in Mozambique and Zambia has severely reduced leopard 
prey inside and outside of protected areas (Stein et al. 2016).  
 
Conflict with farmers who own domestic or wild game (game ranching) is a major threat to the survival of 
the African leopard (Ray et al. 2005, Henschel 2008, Stein et al. 2016). About 60-70% of Africa’s human 
population relies on agriculture and livestock for their livelihoods, and the human population of Africa is 
expected to more than double by 2050 (Stein et al. 2016); thus, the future will likely see increasing 
numbers of people using increasing amounts of land in conflict with decreasing numbers of leopards. 
Currently, many sub-Saharan African countries allow farmers to kill predators considered to be a threat to 
life or property without first obtaining a permit; it is likely that a large number of leopards are killed but 
not reported; and the total number of leopards killed due to conflict is unknown (Stein et al. 2016). And 
indiscriminate killing, such as the poisoning of carcasses aimed at attracting and killing carnivores of any 
and all types, and the use of snares to kill other species, is also a threat to the survival of leopards 
(Henschel 2008, Jorge 2012). 
 
Conclusion 

This Petition demonstrates that leopards in southern Africa are in danger of extinction and must be listed 
as Endangered along with leopards across the remainder of the species’ range. Given the precarious plight 
of the African leopard, and due to the legal deficiencies in existing law, the Petition also asks FWS to take 
immediate action to restrict the import of African leopard hunting trophies to the U.S. 
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I. Introduction 

Pursuant to Fish and Wildlife Service (“FWS” or “the Service”) regulations, Panthera pardus is currently 
listed as Endangered across its range, with the exception of 18 countries in southern Africa where the 
species is listed as Threatened. 50 C.F.R. § 17.11. This differential geographic listing does not comport 
with FWS policy or the Endangered Species Act’s (ESA) statutory mandate, and the best available 
science – presented in this Petition – demonstrates that leopards in southern Africa are “in danger of 
extinction” in this significant portion of the species’ range. 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6).  

Leopards in Asia and northern Africa are in danger of extinction and clearly meet the statutory definition 
of Endangered, as acknowledged by FWS; however, the Service’s decades old regulation listing leopards 
in southern Africa as a Threatened species is not supported by science – indeed, such listing and the 
management decisions flowing therefrom are based almost entirely on unpublished reports from biased 
sources that have been discredited by the scientific community (as detailed in Section IV(D), infra). See 
50 C.F.R. § 17.11. 
 
This Petition describes the natural history and biology of the African leopard (Panthera pardus pardus) 
and the current status and distribution of this subspecies (with a particular focus on the sub-Saharan 
African countries where leopards are currently listed as Threatened).3 The evidence clearly shows that 
leopards in this part of the species’ range are in alarming and precipitous decline. The Petition evaluates 
the threats to the continued existence of the African leopard, including loss of habitat and prey, excessive 
and unsustainable offtake for recreational purposes, high levels of poaching and illegal trade for 
commercial and ceremonial purposes, indiscriminant killing such as through snaring, and retaliatory 
killing by poison or firearms due to a perceived or actual treat to livestock and people. The Petition also 
demonstrates how Americans engaging in unsustainable trophy hunting and international trade of African 
leopards and their parts for hunting trophies are significantly and negatively impacting the conservation 
status of the African leopard. It then explains how existing laws and regulations are inadequate to address 
the numerous and interacting threats to the African leopard today, all of which requires FWS to expand 
the Endangered listing of Panthera pardus to include all animals throughout the entirety of the species’ 
range. 

The Petition also requests that as the Service evaluates an uplisting of Threatened leopards, the Service 
immediately take action to restrict the import of leopard specimens by (1) suspending the issuance of 
CITES import permits for Panthera pardus trophies until the FWS non-detriment advice memorandum is 
reevaluated for each range country where trophy hunting occurs; and (2) rescinding the special rule 
pertaining to leopards from southern Africa (50 C.F.R. § 17.40(f)) to require ESA permits for all 
otherwise prohibited activities, consistent with 50 C.F.R. § 17.31(a). 
 
 
 

                                                           
3 Notably, because the boundary line that FWS drew “south of and including…Gabon, Congo, Zaire, Uganda, 
Kenya” does not have any biological basis, much of the published literature refers to the African leopard subspecies 
as a whole or to specific countries within the subspecies’ continental range. To the extent possible, this Petition 
focuses on the science pertaining to leopards in the range countries where the Threatened listing applies (which 
encompass the vast majority of the species’ range on the African continent). 
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II. Status and Distribution  

The leopard is the most wide-ranging species of wild cats. The species’ historic range extended from the 
Cape of Good Hope in South Africa through the Middle East and Southeast Asia to the Amur Peninsula 
in Russia (Nowell and Jackson 1996). According to the International Union for Conservation of Nature 
(IUCN), there are nine extant leopard subspecies, though the species’ taxonomy is currently under review 
by the IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group: Panthera pardus pardus (Africa), Panthera pardus nimr 
(Arabia), Panthera pardus saxicolor (Central Asia), Panthera pardus melas (Java), Panthera pardus 
kotiya (Sri Lanka), Panthera pardus fusca (Indian sub-continent), Panthera pardus delacourii (southeast 
Asia into southern China), Panthera pardus japonensis (northern China), and Panthera pardus orientalis 
(Russian Far East, Korean peninsula and north-eastern China). 
 
A new IUCN status review of Panthera pardus was just released (Stein et al. 2016) and classifies the 
species as Vulnerable (demonstrating that the species is more imperilled than it was in 2008, when the last 
IUCN assessment classified the species as Near Threatened, Henschel et al. 2008). The 2016 status 
review also continues to recognize that three Asian subspecies of leopards are Critically Endangered (P. 
p. orientalis, P. p. nimr, and P. p. melas), and two subspecies are Endangered (P. p. kotiya and P. p. 
saxicolor).  
 
The IUCN Red List status of the leopard demonstrates the precipitous deterioration of the status of the 
leopard over the past 15 years: in 2002, the species was considered Least Concern; in 2008, Near 
Threatened; and in 2016, Vulnerable (Stein et al. 2016). The most recent IUCN Red List assessment lists 
persecution, habitat fragmentation, an increase in illegal wildlife trade, excessive take for ceremonial use 
of skins, prey base declines, and poorly managed trophy hunting as major threats to the survival of the 
species (Stein et al. 2016).  
 
Regarding African leopard populations specifically, the subpopulation of North Africa potentially 
qualifies as Critically Endangered due to very small and declining number of mature individuals; since 
the previous IUCN assessment in 2008, leopards likely have become extinct in Morocco and Algeria 
(Stein et al. 2016). In sub-Saharan Africa, the leopard population has declined by >30% in the past three 
generations, potentially qualifying the sub-Saharan population of the subspecies as Vulnerable (Stein et 
al. 2016); this decline was caused by a 21% loss of leopard habitat in sub-Saharan Africa over the past 25 
years, and 59% decline in prey loss in protected areas. At the regional level within sub-Saharan Africa, 
Stein et al. (2016) infer a >50% loss of leopard populations in East and West Africa, due to leopard prey 
reduction by 52% and 85% in those regions, respectively. In southern Africa, populations in Angola, 
Zambia, Mozambique, Zimbabwe, and South Africa appear to be decreasing (Stein et al. 2016). In 
addition to habitat loss and loss of prey base, Stein et al. (2016) recognize two other major threats to 
leopards in sub-Saharan Africa: conflict with farmers over real or potential killing of domesticated 
livestock or farmed wild animals (game farming or game ranching); and poorly managed trophy hunting 
especially when it is concentrated geographically and when it targets individuals in their prime, who are 
territorial and reproductively active. 
 
Regarding the total population size for the African leopard subspecies, according to the 2008 IUCN 
assessment (Henschel et al. 2008), “there are no reliable continent-wide estimates of population size in 
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Africa, and the most commonly cited estimate of over 700,000 leopards in Africa (Martin and de 
Meulenaer 1988) is flawed” (emphasis added). Similarly, the 2016 IUCN assessment states that “reliable 
data on Leopard population trends are missing from large portions of their range” but that “Leopards are 
declining throughout most of their range” and “populations have become reduced and isolated, and they 
are now extirpated from large portions of their historic range.” (Stein et al. 2016). 
 
The most recent scientific publication on leopard status and distribution (Jacobson et al. 2016a) stated, 
“Earlier Africa-wide assessments of population size (Myers, 1976; Eaton, 1977; Martin & De Meulenaer, 
1988; Shoemaker, 1993) employed questionable population models based on scant field data and were 
widely criticized as being unrealistic (Hamilton, 1981; Jackson, 1989; Norton,1990; Bailey, 1993)” (p. 2). 
Jacobson et al. (2016a) did not provide an African leopard population size estimate saying, “Lack of 
empirical field data on distribution status and population size has prevented a range-wide population 
estimate” (p. 2).  
 
However, recent estimates and trends are available (Table 1) for some of the 18 range countries where 
leopards are currently listed as Threatened, an area that encompasses the vast majority of the species’ 
current range on the African continent (Figure 1).    
 
Table 1. Recent estimates of leopard population sizes and trends in countries where the population 
is listed as ESA Threatened.   
 
Country Recent Estimated Leopard Population Size, Status and/or Trend 
Angola Stein et al. (2016) state that Angola has declining but healthy leopard populations 

outside of areas with increased human development and intensive conflict with 
humans. However, Jacobson et al. (2016b) state that there are no recent publications 
regarding the presence of leopards in Angola and, while there are likely many 
leopards, there are no scientific data. 

Botswana  Botswana’s 2003 Predator Strategy estimated between 4,404 and 6,830 leopards 
existed in the country (Jacobson et al. 2016b) where there is a continuous leopard 
population in the North and West” (Stein et al. 2016). 

Burundi Jacobson et al. (2016b) consider the leopard to be “possibly present” in Burundi but 
much of the country is converted to agriculture with high human population densities 
and low wild prey densities. 

Republic of 
the Congo 

Leopards are present in many protected areas but they are threatened by the illegal 
leopard skin trade which is supplied by specialized leopard hunters, particularly in 
northeast Congo (Jacobson et al. 2016b). 

Democratic 
Republic of 
the Congo 

The leopard is “likely still widespread” in the Democratic Republic of the Congo but 
there is little recent information on leopards and densities are unknown (Jacobson et 
al. 2016b). A large and growing human population has diminished leopard prey 
populations through excessive and unsustainable bushmeat harvesting practices 
(Jacobson et al. 2016b). Stein et al. (2016) state that leopard range has already been 
reduced due to bushmeat hunting.  

Gabon  Henschel (2010) estimated Gabon’s leopard population to be 5,910 animals. 
Leopards are “found throughout the country with small absent pockets in the 
southeast and southwest” (Stein et al. 2016). Jacobson et al. (2016b) said that the 
country likely still supports significant leopard populations, with populations in 
virtually all protected areas; however, intensive bushmeat hunting has caused 
leopards to disappear from some areas (Jacobson et al. 2016b).  
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Country Recent Estimated Leopard Population Size, Status and/or Trend 
Kenya Jacobson et al. (2016b) consider the leopard to be widely distributed in Kenya, but 

threats include poisoning by local herders near Amboseli, human-wildlife conflict 
near Hell’s Gate and Ruma, and some isolated cases of “trophy poaching.” Stein et 
al. (2016) considers the distribution of leopards in East Africa, including Kenya, to 
have been reduced; however, leopards are found throughout the west, central and 
southern portions of Kenya (Stein et al. 2016). 

Lesotho Jacobson et al. (2016b) and Stein et al. (2016) consider the leopard in Lesotho to be 
“possibly extinct.” 

Malawi Jacobson et al. (2016b) consider the leopard in Malawi to be present in some areas; 
however, no recent scientific publications on the size and trend of the population are 
available. 

Mozambique Stein et al. (2016) state that Mozambique has a declining but healthy leopard 
populations outside of areas with increased human development and intensive 
human-leopard conflict. Jacobson et al. (2016b) note that the Mozambican Civil War 
(1977 to 1992) depleted wildlife around the country; however, while leopards are 
found in many places, their populations are poorly monitored and largely unknown. 
Jorge (2012) studied the leopard population of Niassa National Reserve and found 
leopard densities there were comparable with those in Central and Southern Africa; 
however, trophy hunting offtake combined with illegal offtake was unsustainable. 

Namibia  Stein et al. (2016) stated that leopards inhabit most of the country with the exception 
of the highly populated northern region, the arid southeast farmlands and the desert 
coast. According to Jacobson et al. (2016b), the Ministry of Environment and 
Tourism updated their Large Carnivore Atlas in 2010 with the results indicating that 
leopards are the most widely distributed large carnivore in Namibia, although absent 
from 30% of their historic range in the country, with a population size of 14,154 
(range of 13,356 - 22,706) (according to Stein et al. 2011), which is an increase of 
110% from 2004 when the previous Atlas was conducted. Leopard-human conflict 
and poorly managed trophy hunting are threats to the species in Namibia (Jacobson 
et al. 2016b). 

Rwanda Jacobson et al. (2016b) state that there are no recent publications regarding the status 
or presence of leopards in Rwanda and that a lot of the country has been converted to 
agriculture and has high human population densities. 

South Africa  Leopards are found on borders with Namibia, Botswana, Zimbabwe and 
Mozambique, with dense populations in the Limpopo region, and they are also found 
in the Cape provinces (Stein et al. 2016). The population is decreasing from previous 
estimates especially in areas with human development and intensive human-leopard 
conflict (Stein et al. 2016). Swanepoel et al. (2014) estimated that there were 4,476 
leopards in South Africa. According to Jacobson et al. (2016b), there is no national 
monitoring program for leopards and current trade and trophy hunting quotas may 
lead to population decline and possible extinction in certain areas. Indeed, recently 
Pitman et al. (2015) studied leopard offtake in Limpopo Province and found it to 
exceed that which is considered sustainable. South Africa banned export of leopards 
for 2016 as they did not have enough information to make a finding of non-detriment 
required under CITES for leopard exports.  

Swaziland There are no recent publications on the size or trend of the leopard population in 
Swaziland (Jacobson et al. 2016b). 

Tanzania   Leopards remain widely distributed in Tanzania although only a few studies have 
established scientifically-based leopard densities or population trends (Jacobson et 
al. 2016b). The leopard population is declining and has been reduced in Tanzania 
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Country Recent Estimated Leopard Population Size, Status and/or Trend 
(Jacobson et al. 2016b, Stein et al. 2016) driven, in part, by excessive offtake for 
trophy hunting (Packer et al. 2009, Jacobson et al. 2016b). 

Uganda Although apparently present in many areas (Jacobson et al. 2016b, Stein et al. 2016), 
the Uganda Wildlife Authority reported in 2010 that leopards are ‘likely to have 
declined even more drastically [relative to other species of concern] because of their 
widespread presence outside protected areas’ and estimated that the population may 
be lower than 150-200 individuals (Jacobson et al. 2016b). 

Zambia Zambia’s leopard population has declined with leopards disappearing from areas 
with increased human development and in areas with high human-leopard conflict 
(Stein et al. 2016). Leopards are present in some National Parks and game 
management areas, but absent in others (Jacobson et al. 2016b). Zambia banned 
leopard hunting in 2013 and 2014, but reinstated it in 2015 and 2016 (Jacobson et al. 
2016, supplemental document 1, country profiles). 

Zimbabwe  Leopards exist in many conservation areas but no assessment of the national 
population exists (Jacobson et al. 2016b). Populations are declining and leopards are 
disappearing in areas with high human impact and human-leopard conflict (Stein et 
al. 2016). Williams et al. (2016b) extrapolated the results of a study of the impact of 
government land reform policies on the leopard population of Save Valley 
Conservancy to the remainder of the country, estimating Zimbabwe’s leopard 
population size to be 626 at minimum and 6,716 at maximum in 2008, a decrease of 
69% and 58%, respectively, compared to minimum and maximum population 
estimates from 2000.   

 
The most recently published scientific paper containing an assessment of the status and distribution of the 
species (Jacobson et al. 2016a) found that P. pardus pardus, the African leopard, has lost 48-67% of its 
range, from a historical range of 19,751,400 km2 to between 6,613,000-10,219,200 km2 today (Jacobson 
et al. 2016b) (Figure 1). Jacobson et al. (2016a) state, “even for this relatively widespread subspecies, 
there is still substantial cause for concern across large portions of its range.” The African leopard 
subspecies existed historically in 47 range States, but exists in only 38 today, and thus has been extirpated 
from nine countries (Jacobson et al. 2016c): Mauritania, Togo, and Tunisia; Gambia, Lesotho, and 
Morocco (possibly extinct); and Algeria, Burundi, and Mali (possibly present) (Jacobson et al. 2016c).  
Regarding Panthera pardus as a whole, Jacobson et al. (2016a) state, “Contrary to the pervasive 
impression of the leopard as being one of the most widespread, adaptable and resilient carnivores, our 
calculated range loss of 63–75% exceeds the average range loss documented for the world’s largest 
carnivores (53% for 17 species; Ripple et al., 2014).”  
 
See also Declaration of Dr. Jane Goodall, ¶ 8 (“It is absolutely clear that leopards – like most wildlife in 
Africa – are at greater risk of extinction today than they were in 1982 when the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service listed southern African leopards as Threatened. In the nearly six decades during which I have 
learned a great deal about wildlife in Tanzania and other African countries, the human population has 
more than doubled, resulting in rapidly vanishing wildlife habitat, wiping out forests and grasslands 
essential to sustain leopards and their prey. Large mammals – like leopards and chimpanzees – play 
essential roles in their ecosystems, and in order to preserve these magnificent animals in perpetuity it will 
require all nations to exercise their full power to promote the conservation of imperiled species.”); 
Declaration of Dereck Joubert, ¶ 9 (“There is no reason to believe that the population trend for leopards is 
significantly different to those of other big cats in Africa, all of which indicate a 95% decline over the 
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past 50 years. Our own findings coincide with that hypothesis and in many areas I have surveyed, in 
particular where there is hunting, leopard have declined significantly. Territories have been disrupted and 
breeding has been suppressed. It is unlikely that there are more than 50,000 leopards in Africa today. 
Indeed, based on my experience over the last 30 years working with leopards, the population has 
significantly decreased in that time.”). 
 
The most recent IUCN assessment of the leopard (Stein et al. 2016) agrees largely with the findings of 
Jacobson et al. (2016a) with regard to range loss over the past three leopard generations (22.3 years); they 
estimated a 61% range loss for the species across its range (from 21,953,435 km2 in the 2008 IUCN 
assessment to 8,515,935 km2 in the 2016 assessment); a 21% range loss in sub-Saharan Africa; a 97% 
range loss in North Africa; a “dramatically reduced” range in West Africa; “substantial range declines” in 
West, Central, and East Africa; and a 21% range loss in southern Africa. Stein et al. (2016) attributes the 
range declines in West, Central, and East Africa to habitat loss and fragmentation which threaten the 
survival of leopards because they “require large, contiguous habitats with low human impacts to 
reproduce successfully” (Stein et al. 2016). Other factors contributing to range loss in Africa are prey 
reductions due to the illegal and unsustainable bushmeat trade, illegal harvest of skins, and human-
leopard conflict and retaliation for livestock depredation. 
 

Figure 1. Historic and present distribution of the leopard in Africa with red line demarcation 
between ESA Endangered and ESA Threatened populations.

 
Source: Jacobson et al. 2016d (ESA demarcation added). 
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III. Natural History and Biology  
 
A.  Species Description 
 
The following account of the species is sourced from Stein and Hayssen (2013). The leopard is the 
smallest of the large cats in the genus Panthera, though there are variations in sizes of leopards across 
their range. Males are generally larger than females – for example, mean length of head and body for 
males in Namibia is 132 cm, and females 106.5 cm (based on two samples of each sex); weight of 47 
males from India, Ivory Coast, Namibia and South Africa was 30.9-62.6 kg, and for 34 females 21.2-54.0 
kg. Fur color varies from yellow to black and is soft and thick and leopards living in colder climates have 
longer hair. Spots occur on the muzzle and forehead and the whisker spots can be used to identify 
individuals. The spots become a rosette pattern from the neck and shoulders to the rump and tail. Irregular 
spots are found from the elbow and knee to the feet and along the ventral side of the torso. Eye color 
varies from yellow to blue. Leopards have well-developed musculature on the neck, forelimbs and chest 
and can drag a carcass more than double the leopard’s body weight up a tree. They have five toes on the 
front feet and four on the back, with the first toe on the inside of the front used only for bringing down 
prey. Leopards can reach a maximum speed of 60 km per hour, make horizontal leaps of 6 m, and vertical 
leaps of 3 m. 
 
B. Reproduction and Mortality 
 
Leopards have a polygynous mating system; both sexes are territorial; males have a territory that includes 
territories of several females; both sexes defend their territories against individuals of the same sex 
although there is some overlap (Balme and Hunter 2013). 
 
According to Stein and Hayssen (2013)’s description of Panthera pardus across its entire range, some 
populations have a distinctive mating season (e.g. November-December in Nepal) but leopards mate year-
round in South Africa. Females attract males through scent marks and vocalizations. When mating, males 
associate with females for 1-4 days. Mean length of estrus is 5-13 days, gestation is 88-112 days, lactation 
occurs for 114-130 days, den emergence happens in 42 days, independence occurs at 13 months. The 
interbirth interval is 3.5-45 months, with most intervals 8-12 months. Females have four mammae and 
litter size is 1-6 with a mode of 2. Females first mate at 23-32 months, first births occur at 27-52 months, 
and males can first sire young at 1.5 years. Infanticide can occur when territorial males that likely sired 
the young are removed before cubs reach independence. Juveniles remain with their mothers for 12-18 
months. Female young take over a portion of their mother’s range, while young males disperse. 
 
Lindsey and Chikerema-Mandisodza (2012) describes the reproduction of African leopard specifically 
(Panthera pardus pardus). The African leopard has a low reproductive rate and is long-lived. They reach 
sexual maturity at 3-4 years, have on average two cubs per litter, have a mean lifetime reproduction of 4.1 
cubs/female, have an inter-birth interval of 25 months for successful litters, have a lifespan of 19 years for 
females and 14 years for males, have a generation time of 7 years, and have an adult sex ratio of 1.6 
females/males. There is a 63% mortality of cubs prior to independence. 
 
As described Braczkowski et al. (2015a), the African leopard subspecies (Panthera pardus pardus) is 
considered to be a solitary species (except for mothers and their cubs and males and females when 
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mating), but they live in a social system that is highly dependent on long-term relationships. When 
individuals are removed from a population and new immigrants enter the population this destabilizes the 
social system and leads to fighting and infanticide by new males. In populations where fathers remain 
present, cub survival and reproductive output of the population are higher than in populations where this 
is not the case. In addition, in stable populations female leopards give birth at a younger age, spend more 
time with dependent young, and produce more litters. 
 
Longevity is 10-15 years in the wild; annual adult mortality averaged 19% in Kruger National Park of 
which 30% were old males, 17% old females, 17% prime males, 10% prime females; 64% died of 
starvation (Nowell and Jackson 1996). 
 
C. Hunting and Feeding 
 
According to Stein and Hayssen (2013), Panthera pardus consume a wide variety of animals of all types 
and sizes, from beetles to large antelopes. Preferred prey are 10-40 kg but they can feed on larger prey 
(>150 kg). In Africa, leopards prey on impala, springbok, duiker, nyala, and warthogs, and rodents. 
Females and cubs tend to prey on smaller animals. Leopards attack prey by stalking and pouncing – 
smaller prey are killed by a bite on the head or nape of the neck; larger prey by a bite on the throat. Once 
prey animals are killed, they are eaten on the spot, or dragged to trees, bushes or caves where they are 
cached. Leopards can be active at night or during the day (i.e., in Kenya and South Africa, 66% of activity 
is nocturnal). Generally, leopard home range size varies according to prey availability with larger home 
ranges where prey availability is low. Females have smaller home range sizes than males (e.g., in Tai 
National Park, Ivory Coast, males had a home range size of 32-46 km2 and females 14-26 km2). 
 
IV. Panthera pardus is Endangered Across its Range Pursuant to the ESA Listing Criteria 
 
The main threats to the survival of leopards across their range are habitat loss and fragmentation, conflict 
with humans, loss of prey, killing for the illegal trade in skins and parts and, for P. pardus pardus, 
unsustainable trophy hunting (Jacobson et al. 2016a). See also Stein et al. 2016 (“Evidence suggests that 
Leopard populations have been dramatically reduced due to continued persecution with increased human 
populations (Thorn et al. 2013, Selvan et al. 2014), habitat fragmentation (UN 2014), increased illegal 
wildlife trade (Datta et al. 2008), excessive harvesting for ceremonial use of skins (G. Balme pers. comm. 
2015), prey base declines (Hatton et al. 2001, du Toit 2004, Fusari and Carpaneto 2006, Datta et al. 2008, 
Lindsey et al. 2014, Selvan et al. 2014) and poorly managed trophy hunting (Balme et al. 2009)”). Based 
on these threats, leopards in southern Africa must be included in the Endangered listing for Panthera 
pardus. 
 
Notably, the IUCN concludes that “[m]ost of the factors driving Lion population declines (e.g., habitat 
loss and fragmentation, retaliatory killing due to conflict, poorly managed trophy hunting) also affect 
Leopards.” (Stein et al. 2016). Just as the Service has recently taken action to prohibit the import of 
African lion trophies unless the ESA’s enhancement standard is met (50 C.F.R. § 17.40(r)), the Service 
must take action to address the impact that Americans are having on the decline of the leopard. 
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A. Present or Threatened Destruction, Modification, or Curtailment of Habitat 
 
African populations of the leopard have experienced significant and ongoing curtailment of range. As 
noted above, the most recently published assessment of the status and distribution of the species 
(Jacobson et al. 2016a) found that P. pardus pardus, the African leopard, has lost 48-67% of its range, 
from a historical range of 19,751,400 km2 to between 6,613,000-10,219,200 km2 today (Jacobson et al. 
2016b) (Figure 1). In North Africa, P. pardus pardus has lost 93.9-99% of its historic range (from 
605,300 km2 historically to 5,800-37,000 km2 today); in West Africa, the range loss is 86-95% (3,505,000 
km2 to 196,000-483,100 km2); in Central Africa, the range loss is 45-66% (6,101,100 km2 to 2,081,900-
3,379,700 km2); in East Africa, the range loss is 40-60% (3,626,300 km2 to 1,457,200-2,003,300 km2); 
and in Southern Africa, the range loss is 28-51% (5,913,800 km2 to 2,872,200-4,270,800 km2) (Jacobson 
et al. 2016b). Jacobson et al. (2016a) state, “even for this relatively widespread subspecies, there is still 
substantial cause for concern across large portions of its range.” The subspecies existed historically in 47 
range States, but exists in only 38 today, and thus has been extirpated from nine countries (Jacobson et al. 
2016c): Mauritania, Togo, and Tunisia; Gambia, Lesotho, and Morocco (possibly extinct); and Algeria, 
Burundi, and Mali (possibly present) (Jacobson et al. 2016c).  
 
The most recent IUCN assessment of the leopard (Stein et al. 2016) agrees largely with the findings of 
Jacobson et al. (2016) with regard to range loss over the past three leopard generations (22.3 years); they 
estimated a 61% range loss for the species across its range (from 21,953,435 km2 in the 2008 IUCN 
assessment to 8,515,935 km2 in the 2016 assessment); a 21% range loss in sub-Saharan Africa; a 97% 
range loss in North Africa; a “dramatically reduced” range in West Africa; “substantial range declines” in 
West, Central, and East Africa; and a 21% range loss in southern Africa. Stein et al. (2016) attributes the 
range declines in West, Central, and East Africa to habitat loss and fragmentation which threaten the 
survival of leopards because they “require large, contiguous habitats with low human impacts to 
reproduce successfully” (Stein et al. 2016). Other factors contributing to range loss in Africa are prey 
reductions due to the illegal and unsustainable bushmeat trade, illegal harvest of skins, and human-
leopard conflict and retaliation for livestock depredation. 
 
Contributing to this immense and ongoing loss of range is the collapse in prey species’ populations due to 
commercial bushmeat harvest of herbivores which, in addition to outright habitat destruction, destroys the 
suitability of habitats for leopards whose density is dependent on the availability of prey (Stein et al. 
2016). Thus, the African leopard is in danger of extinction due to habitat loss. 
 
B. Overutilization for Commercial, Recreational, or Scientific Purposes 
 
A valuable source of information on the utilization of leopards for commercial, recreational or scientific 
purposes is the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species (CITES) Trade Database. The 
182 CITES Parties are required to file annual reports with the CITES Secretariat on the import, export, 
re-export, and introduction from the sea of CITES-listed species. These reports are compiled into an 
electronic, searchable trade database, known as the CITES Trade Database, which is available to the 
public on the CITES website (www.cites.org).  
 

http://www.cites.org/
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This database can be used to determine the level of currently-legal international trade as well as the types 
and sources of leopards and their parts that are involved.  In the context of CITES, international trade 
includes commercial trade as well as trade associated with breeding, circus or travelling exhibition, 
education, enforcement, trophy hunting, medicinal, personal use, reintroduction, scientific research, and 
for zoological exhibition. By examining the documented purposes of trade, the CITES trade database can 
be used to evaluate the reasons behind the movement of leopards and their parts across international 
borders by humans. The database also includes the source of African leopards and their parts in 
international trade, whether captive-bred, captive-born, illegal, pre-Convention, ranch-raised, or wild. 
While the CITES trade database is the principal source of information on international trade in leopards 
and their parts, it does not contain information on domestic use of leopards or their parts for commercial, 
recreational, or scientific purposes; nor does it account for poaching and illegal trade, except where illicit 
international trade has resulted in a seizure. 
 
The leopard is clearly over-utilized for commercial and recreational purposes and must be listed as 
Endangered based on this criterion. The original analysis presented in this petition shows that between 
2005 and 2014 (the most recent years for which complete data are available), 35,421 leopard specimens 
(leopards, dead or alive, and their parts and derivatives, the equivalent of at least 12,791 leopards), were 
traded internationally for all purposes (Annex 4, Table 1). This figure was derived by adding the figures 
for four types of specimens that likely represent one leopard each: bodies, skins, live, and trophies. Skulls 
and bones were not included in this calculation because after leopards are hunted, their skin is usually 
removed, leaving the skull and other bones and body parts; in this analysis, the skin or trophy is used to 
represent a leopard, not the skull or bones. The most commonly-traded items were derivatives (13,968), 
trophies (10,211), specimens (4,352), skulls (2,045) and skins (1,928) (Annex 4, Table 1). Other leopard 
specimens in trade include live animals (550), medicine (538), bones (405), claws (381), small leather 
products (287), and hair (238), as well as smaller numbers of bodies, bone pieces, carvings, cloth, feet, 
garments, hair products, large leather products, plates, skeletons, skin pieces, tails, and teeth  (Annex 4, 
Table 1).  
 
Global gross imports of African leopards reported as bodies, trophies, skins and live for the period of 
2005 to 2014 total 12,791, including imports of 134 bodies, 549 live leopards, 1,916 skins, and 10,191 
trophies (see Table 2).  

Table 2. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus Bodies, Live, Skins, And Trophies, All Purposes, All 
Sources, 2005-2014. 
 

Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Totals 
Bodies 7 0 9 10 22 19 24 24 9 11 135 

Live 37 44 45 42 48 75 79 68 67 44 549 

Skins 73 162 61 75 234 236 353 467 226 29 1,916 

Trophies 1235 1134 1064 1291 1405 993 769 984 718 598 10,191 

Totals 1,352 1,340 1,179 1,418 1,709 1,323 1,225 1,543 1,020 682 12,791 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus, all countries, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 
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Of this trade from all sources, 19,909 leopard specimens, reported as being from a wild source – the 
equivalent of at least 11,959 leopards (adding bodies, live, skins, trophies) – were traded internationally 
for all purposes (Annex 4, Table 2). Wild sourced specimens accounted for 56.2% of specimens in trade 
(19,909 of 35,421) and 93.5% of leopards in trade (11,959 of 12,791). Of this trade, the U.S. imported 
8,553 wild leopard specimens, the equivalent of at least 5,382 leopards (Annex 4, Table 3), which is 45% 
of wild leopards traded during the period. Indeed, the U.S. is the top importer of wild leopard specimens 
with other leading importers being France (1188 specimens representing at least 1,055 leopards), South 
Africa (1,224 specimens representing at least 839 leopards), Spain (823 specimens representing at least 
614 leopards) and Germany (3,411 specimens representing at least 527 leopards) (Annex 4, Table 3). The 
top countries export of wild leopards and their parts were Zimbabwe (3,568 specimens representing at 
least 2,898 leopards), Tanzania (3,355 specimens representing at least 2,877 leopards), Namibia (4,308 
specimens representing at least 1,796 leopards), and South Africa (2,805 specimens representing at least 
1,601 leopards) (Annex 4, Table 5).  
 
From 2005 through 2014, leopards and their parts from the following additional sources were traded 
internationally:  

 1,064 captive-bred4 leopards and their parts, the equivalent of at least 510 leopards, including 8 
bodies, 473 live, 18 skins, 554 specimens, and 11 trophies (Annex 4, Tables 6 and 7).  

 32 captive-born5 leopards and their parts, the equivalent of at least 31 leopards, including 25 live, 
1 skull, and 6 trophies (Annex 4, Table 8). 

 217 pre-convention6 leopards and their parts, the equivalent of at least 127 leopards, including 
101 skins, 13 skin pieces, 5 bodies, and 21 trophies (Annex 4, Table 9). 

 16 ranched7 leopards and their parts, the equivalent of at least 10 leopards, including 8 live, 1 skin 
and 1 trophy (Annex 4, Table 10). 

 14,169.5 confiscated/seized8 leopards and their parts, the equivalent of at least 219 leopards, 
including 180 trophies, 38 skins, 74 skin pieces, 28 teeth, 538 medicines, 12,906.5 derivatives, 
269 small leather products, 14 claws, and 50 bones (Annex 4, Table 11). 

 91 unknown source9 leopards and their parts, the equivalent of at least 15 leopards, including 25 
derivatives, 35 specimens, 1 body, 6 live, and 18 skins (Annex 4, Table 12). 

 
1. Trade for Commercial Purposes 

Panthera pardus is listed on CITES Appendix I and international trade for primarily commercial 
purposes is not allowed under the treaty. Nonetheless, from 2005 to 2014, 3,522 African leopard 
specimens, the equivalent of at least 135 individual leopards, were traded internationally for commercial 
purposes (Annex 4, Table 13); this equates to 9.9% of the leopard specimens traded over this period 
(3,522 of 35,421) and 1% of leopards (135 of 12,791). The vast majority of these specimens were 
derivatives (2,683); others included medicine (331), and small leather products (266); but bodies (11), 
                                                           
4 CITES source code C; none were traded under source code D. Information on the CITES Source Codes is in 
CoP16 Conf. 12.3 § I(i) (2002), available at https://cites.org/eng/res/12/12-03R16.php.  
5 CITES source code F. 
6 CITES source code O. 
7 CITES source code R. 
8 CITES source code I. 
9 CITES source code U. 

https://cites.org/eng/res/12/12-03R16.php
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skins (72), live specimens (39), trophies (13) and also skin pieces (69), feet (29), garments (14), teeth 
(14), skulls (8), carvings (7), claws (7), specimens (2), large leather products (1), and cloth (1) were also 
reported in trade (Annex 4, Table 13).  
 
Of the leopard specimens internationally traded for commercial purposes, 3,358 (95%) were imported by 
the U.S (Annex 4, Table 14). However, upon closer inspection of FWS records, many of these were 
seized by the U.S. and reported in their annual report to the CITES Secretariat which is why they appear 
in the CITES Trade Database (Annex 4, Table 15). For example, from 2005-2014, a total of 2,482 leopard 
derivatives (2,151 or 80% of the total exported to the U.S. for commercial purposes) and medicine (331 or 
100% of the total exported to the U.S. for commercial purposes) products were seized upon import into 
the U.S. These data further show that China exported, on average, 413 leopard “derivatives” to the U.S. 
each year during 2006-2010 for commercial purposes. This trade abruptly ceased in 2011, and then the 
trend reappeared under a different but similar wildlife term: “medicine”; an average of 110 “medicine” 
products derived from leopards being exported for commercial purposes from China (2012-2013) and 
then Hong Kong (2014) (Annex 4, Table 16).  
 
However, substantial trade in leopard specimens for commercial purposes did not result in confiscations 
or seizures. For example, while 72 skins were internationally traded 2005-2014 (Annex 4, Table 13), only 
9 were confiscated or seized as illegal imports during this period (Annex 4, Table 15). Similarly, of 8 
bodies and 7 carvings so traded, none were seized; of 14 garments, 5 were seized; of 8 skulls, 1 was 
seized; of 14 teeth, 4 were seized; and of 13 trophies, none were seized. 

Most leopard specimens traded internationally for commercial purposes and confiscated or seized 
globally, originated in China (Annex 4, Table 17). China is, by far, the country that exported the most 
leopard specimens for commercial purposes 2005-2014 (Annex 4, Table 18); as noted previously, most of 
these were derivatives and medicines that were imported by the U.S. and confiscated or seized. 

Leopards continue to be poached for commercial trade. Both skins and canine teeth are widely traded 
domestically in some Central and West African countries, and these are sold openly in villages and cities 
(Henschel 2008). Chapman and Balme (2010) found that leopard poaching occurs in the Zululand Rhino 
Reserve in northern KwaZulu-Natal province of South Africa and is increasing. They said, “There is 
evidence that targeted poaching for leopards is increasing in the region; the skins of 58 individuals were 
seized in the nearby Mkhuze district in 2004 and a further 91 skins were seized in the same area in 2009 
(Hunter et al., in press).” (p. 119).  According to Stein et al. (2016, citing to Balme unpublished data), 
“preliminary data suggest that the illegal trade in Leopard skins for cultural regalia is rampant in southern 
Africa. It is suggested that 4,500-7,000 Leopards area harvested annually to fuel the demand for Leopards 
skins by followers of the Nazareth Babtist (Shembe) Church only.” Jorge (2012) found that the illegal off-
take of leopards in Niassa National Reserve, Mozambique, was unsustainable and, when combined with 
off-take for trophy hunting, was negatively affecting leopard populations; skins are illegally traded locally 
for USD 83, an amount equivalent to one month’s salary; poaching is driven by economic value of skins 
rather than human-leopard conflict which is low in the area; poachers killed an estimated 6-22% of the 
adult female population which may also have resulted in the death of cubs; poaching is a serious threat to 
conservation of leopards in the Reserve. 
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 2. Trade for Recreational Purposes 

Most leopards in trade are traded for hunting trophy purposes and leopards are clearly over-utilized for 
this purpose. From 2005 to 2014, 13,721 leopard specimens, representing at least 11,145 individual 
leopards, were traded for hunting trophy purposes (Annex 4, Table 19); this equates to 38.7% of the 
leopard specimens traded over this period (13,721 of 35,421) and 87.1% of individual leopards (11,145 of 
12,791). The most common type of specimen traded for hunting trophy purposes was “trophies” (9,495) 
followed by “skulls” (1,974) and “skins” (1,564) (Annex 4, Table 19). Most leopard specimens traded 
internationally for hunting trophy purposes were imported by the U.S. (6,695 or 48.8%); no other country 
comes near to being as large an importer as the U.S.; the next nearest country is South Africa (1,113 or 
8.1%) (Annex 4, Table 20). The top countries of export of leopard specimens for hunting trophy purposes 
were Zimbabwe (3,535 or 25.8%), Tanzania (3,088 or 22.5%), South Africa (2,291 or 16.7%), Namibia 
(1,917 or 14%) and Mozambique (1,009 or 7.4%) (Annex 4, Table 21); together these five countries 
export 60.5% of leopard specimens for hunting trophy purposes. 

Leopard trophies are also traded internationally for personal purposes with 773 so traded from 2005 
through 2014 (Annex 4, Table 22). France is, by far, the largest importer of leopard trophies for personal 
purposes, having imported 458 or 59.2%. Tanzania is, by far, the largest exporter of leopard trophies for 
personal purposes, having exported 303 or 39.1% (Annex 4, Table 23). 

Regarding leopard trophy imports to the U.S., since 1982 there has been a dramatic increase in the 
number of leopard trophies imported, with numbers steadily rising throughout the 1990’s and peaking in 
2009, when 657 trophies were imported according to data from CITES trade database (see Figure 2 
below). The number of leopard trophy imports has remained over 300 per year since 1999, indicating the 
continuing trend of the U.S. being a major importer of leopard hunting trophies in this decade. 
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Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade database, search on March 22nd, 2016 for gross imports of Panthera pardus trophies, purpose P and H, all 
sources, between 1980 and 2014. 
 
Leopard trophy hunting has increased exponentially over the past thirty years (Palazy et al. 2011). African 
leopards are highly sought after by trophy hunters (Braczkowski et al 2015b). Trophy hunting 
organizations, such as Safari Club International, offer awards to members who kill leopards, such as the 
Africa Big Five Grand Slam award, the Dangerous Game of Africa Grand Slam award, or the Cats of the 
World Grand Slam award (Shield Political Research et al. 2015). Trophy hunters routinely target the 
biggest and strongest males, but removing these animals from the breeding pool unnaturally selects for 
smaller and weaker animals (Allendorf and Hard 2009). Further, a new study demonstrates that when 
trophy hunting is sanctioned, poaching activity increases, likely due to the perception that species 
authorized for hunting are of diminished value and the perception that legal killing increases the 
acceptability of poaching (Chapron and Treves 2016). 

Generally, trophy hunting poses a threat to carnivores because their populations are difficult to monitor 
and for some species, like the African leopard, infanticide is exacerbated by removing males (Packer et al. 
2009). Simulation models predict population declines from moderate levels of trophy hunting of 
infanticidal species (Packer et al. 2009), such as leopards. Balme et al. (2010) demonstrated the impact of 
trophy hunting on infanticide in a population of leopards in South Africa; high trophy hunting offtake 
resulted in particularly high male leopard mortality and high levels of male turnover; females cannot 
successfully raise cubs because of immigration into the population of new males; the consequences were 
low cub survival rates, delayed age at first parturition, reduced conception rates, and low annual litter 
production; the combined impact of high mortality and low reproductive output led to a negative 
population growth rate. 

Trophy hunting of leopards contributes to substantial declines in populations across southern African 
range states, and therefore puts the African leopard in danger of extinction. Indeed, the 2016 IUCN 
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assessment specifically notes that “concern about unsustainable trophy hunting has lately increased” and 
cites studies concretely demonstrating that “trophy hunting was a key driver of Leopard population 
decline” (Stein et al. 2016). 

a. Biological factors render leopards sensitive to over-harvesting 

High male leopard turnover causes high rates of infanticide which are already naturally high in leopard 
populations (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). This, in turn, can cause rapid population declines (Balme et al. 
2009, Braczkowski et al. 2015a). A review of eighteen studies of leopards in southern Africa found that 
adult and subadult leopards outside of protected areas experienced significantly lower survival rates (55% 
on average) than those in protected areas (88% on average) (Swanepoel et al. 2015). In protected areas, 
adult males had a 94% survival rate, compared to 59% outside of protected areas; for adult females, 86% 
versus 57%; for subadult males, 80% vs 48%; and subadult females 93% vs 18% (Swanepoel et al. 2015). 
The main causes of mortality outside of protected areas were trophy hunting, problem animal control and 
poaching for leopard skins (Swanepoel et al. 2015). Even in protected areas, juveniles 12 months old and 
younger had a significantly lower survival rate (39%) than adults and 52% of mortalities were due to 
infanticide (Swanepoel et al. 2015). Swanepoel et al. (2015) stated that sustainability of leopard 
populations in southern Africa is of concern because mortality rates exceeding 30% for solitary 
carnivores, like leopards, could lead to population declines. Furthermore, the high female mortality rates 
outside of protected areas, where a large proportion of suitable leopard habitat exists, may have severe 
demographic effects (Swanepoel et al. 2015). 

b. Lack of a scientific basis for export and hunting quotas 
 

Leopard trophy hunting quotas have never been based on rigorous quantitative analysis in any African 
range country (Packer et al. 2010). Management of leopard hunting is hampered by lack of reliable 
population data and leopard hunting quotas are set arbitrarily and not based on science, which has led to 
population declines (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). Poorly managed trophy hunting is a significant cause of 
mortality in leopard populations (Braczkowski et al. 2015a). 
 
While South Africa took action to protect leopards from export by trophy hunters in 2016, it is the only 
country with a CITES-established export quota that has issued a negative non-detriment finding 
assessment for the African leopard to date. Moreover, South Africa is not the main exporter of leopard 
trophies; Zimbabwe, Tanzania and Namibia are the top exporters. During 2005-2014, the U.S. imported 
60% of gross leopard trophy exports from Zimbabwe, 44% of Tanzania’s exports, and 38% of Namibia’s 
exports (Figure 3).10 Therefore, the U.S. has an important role to play in ensuring that international trade 
is not detrimental to the survival of Panthera pardus, in accordance with CITES. 

 

 

 

                                                           
10 CITES, Trade Database,, available at http://trade.cites.org/ (gross export of leopard trophies for hunting trophy 
and personal purposes, and trophies for personal purpose). 
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Figure 3. Leopard trophy exports from Zimbabwe, Tanzania and Namibia, 2005-2014. 

   

Given the fact that leopard trophy hunting quotas have never been based on rigorous quantitative analysis 
in any country (Packer et al. 2010), these and other leopard exporting countries cannot be said to be 
enhancing the survival of leopards through trophy hunting – indeed, in Tanzania (Packer et al. 2009), 
Mozambique (Jorge 2012) Zambia (Packer et al. 2010) and South Africa (Balme et al. 2009, Pitman et al. 
2015), there are clear indications that leopard trophy hunting is unsustainable. 
 

c. Female leopards are hunted 

One of the most egregious practices associated with leopard trophy hunting – perhaps due to a relative 
lack in sexual dimorphism in the species – is the killing of female leopards. Killing of females is highly 
problematic as they are the key reproductive unit; also, killing of females with cubs means that those cubs 
will not reach adulthood. Trophy hunters may prefer male leopards because they are up to 60% larger 
than female leopards (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). Nonetheless, one study found that 87% of trophy 
hunters surveyed said they were willing to shoot females in order to get a trophy even though hunting 
females is illegal in most countries (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). For example, until this year, South Africa 
had no restrictions on leopard hunting by sex, age or size and was the only country allocated a CITES 
export quota that allows hunting of females; this is particularly concerning as a population viability 
analysis conducted for the South African leopard population demonstrated that the risk of extinction 
almost doubled when females were hunted (South Africa Department of Environmental Affairs 2015). 
Another study found that 28.6% of leopard trophies taken in the United Republic of Tanzania were 
females, even though only males could be legally hunted there and quotas are based on the assumption 
that only males are hunted (Spong et al. 2000). Since females most commonly die from starvation or due 
to old age or injuries, and when females are killed their cubs will die, offtake of females by trophy hunters 
is additive and more likely to adversely affect the population (Spong et al. 2000). Researchers have 
recommended that trophy hunting should be allowed only for males and that this should be strictly 
enforced (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). But even where such practice is prohibited, the prevalence of trophy 
hunting has led to illegal trophy hunting of females, such as in Mozambique (Jorge 2012). 

d. Young males are removed from the population  
 
Researchers have further recommended that trophy hunting should only be allowed for males over the age 
of seven as to allow them to reproduce successfully at least once and contribute their genes to the 
population (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). However, a study of photos on trophy hunting outfitters websites 
revealed a high frequency of animals killed between two and six years of age, who have territorial tenure 
and thus whose removal is likely to have cascading impacts (Braczkowski et al. 2015a). This is below the 
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recommended age minimum of seven years (Packer et al 2009), and it is likely that many younger animals 
or even females are killed each year (Braczkowski et al. 2015a). Jorge (2012) found that a high 
percentage of leopards killed for trophies in Niassa National Reserve, Mozambique, were under the 
recommended age of seven. Given that trophy hunters are highly motivated to obtain a kill, it is 
unreasonable to expect that an age limit will routinely be honored in the field.  
 

e. Other factors making leopard hunting unsustainable 

A study in Mozambique found that trophy hunting takes place in areas where leopard poaching also 
occurs and that the offtake from both combined were unsustainable and caused a decrease in leopard 
population density (Jorge 2012). Furthermore, in some areas of South Africa, especially in areas where 
leopard density is low, more leopards are killed by illegal retaliatory killing than by trophy hunting and 
offtake for this purpose should therefore be included in setting trophy hunting quotas (Swanepoel et al. 
2015). Pitman et al. (2015) found that legal offtake for trophy hunting and legal offtake for problem 
animal control added together exceeded a sustainable level of offtake of the leopard population in 
Limpopo Province, South Africa, the most important habitat for leopard conservation in the country; 
although offtake for problem animal control exceed offtake for trophy hunting, the authorities do not take 
the former into account when issuing trophy hunting permits; in addition, illegal offtake is considered to 
be higher than these forms of legal offtake.  

The use of dogs to hunt leopards in Zimbabwe, and a declining number of leopards killed by trophy 
hunters in Zimbabwe and Zambia (suggesting less availability in spite of insatiable demand), also raise 
concerns about management of trophy hunting (Packer et al. 2010). Hunting leopards with dogs masks 
continued population declines because the dogs increase the ability of the hunter to locate and kill 
leopards (Packer et al. 2009). 

Therefore, leopard trophy hunting is a serious threat to the existence of the species in Africa, necessitating 
an uplisting to Endangered status of leopards in southern Africa (where the vast majority of leopard 
trophy hunting occurs). See also Declaration of Dr. Jane Goodall, ¶ 9-11 (“Given the precipitous decline 
of African leopards in recent decades, and because the threats to the continued existence of Panthera 
pardus and its habitat are significant, the United States must ensure that it is not contributing to the 
imperilment of this species and do all it can to promote the conservation of leopards in Africa. Trophy 
hunters sometimes defend this malicious slaughter by claiming that the money they pay for the pleasure 
of killing is what enables impoverished countries to pay for conservation of wildlife, but this argument 
has many flaws. The money paid to hunt a leopard or other trophy animal is often counted as profit by a 
hunting outfitter and does not usually end up in a conservation program. And as the founder of an 
organization that has worked for decades on community-based conservation in Africa, I can say 
confidently that putting a bounty on the heads of individual animals is counter-productive to promoting 
their protection.”); Declaration of Dereck Joubert, ¶ 12-20 (“In my expert opinion, trophy hunting is a 
dire threat to the continued survival of the African leopard…. the activity undermines conservation, fuels 
corruption at the local levels in particular and often higher up, and causes the loss of the healthiest 
animals in the populations, animals that are key for reproduction and social cohesion of those species…. 
Each leopard that is shot as a trophy cannot be considered in isolation but as just the tip of the iceberg in a 
trickle down effect of destruction to the family and society of leopards he influences….[L]eopards across 
their African range are in danger of extinction and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service should strictly 
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regulate the import of hunting trophies and other leopard parts in order to not continue to contribute to the 
decline of this endangered species.”). 

 
 3. Trade for Scientific Purposes 

From 2005 through 2014, 4,813 leopard specimens (including bones, derivatives, hair, specimens and 
teeth), the equivalent of at least 12 leopards (bodies, live and skins), were traded internationally for 
scientific purposes (Annex 4, Table 24). In addition, several types of leopard specimens were traded for 
scientific purposes in units including weight, fluid volume and “flasks” (Annex 4, Table 24). Germany, 
U.K., U.S., and South Africa were major importers (Annex 4, Table 25) and Namibia and Russia were 
major exporters (Annex 4, Table 26) of leopard specimens for scientific purposes. 

 4. Trade for Other Purposes 

From 2005 through 2014, leopards and their parts and products were traded internationally for other 
purposes including:  

 43 live leopards for “breeding in captivity”11 (Annex 4, Table 26); South Africa (8), United Arab 
Emirates (7), Belgium (6), and Yemen (6) were the main exporters. The main importing countries 
were United Arab Emirates (16), Armenia (6), and Saudi Arabia (4) (Annex 4, Table 27). 

 712 leopards and their parts for “educational”12 purposes (Annex 4, Table 27). 
 12 leopard parts for “law enforcement/judicial/forensic”13 purposes (Annex 4, Table 28). 
 29 specimens for “medical”14 purposes (Annex 4, Table 29). 
 14 live leopards for “reintroduction or introduction into the wild”15 purposes (Annex 4, Table 30). 
 9,920.5 leopards and their parts, totaling at least 997 leopards, plus 2,435 g and 28.4082 kg of 

leopards and their parts, for “personal”16 purposes  including 773 trophies, 191 skins, 207 
medicines, 26 bodies, 50 bones, and 8476 derivatives (Annex 4, Table 31). Export of trophies for 
personal purposes was discussed in Subsection 2) above. Most skins were exported by South 
Africa, Namibia and Zimbabwe; medicines were exported from China and Hong Kong; most 
derivatives were exported by China, Hong Kong, Cambodia, Malaysia, Singapore and Viet Nam; 
most bones were exported by China (Annex 4, Table 32). Most skins were imported by Austria, 
the U.S., and Australia; most medicines were imported by U.S. (and seized as noted earlier); most 
derivatives were imported to the U.S. (and seized as noted earlier) and New Zealand (Annex 4, 
Table 33). 

 168 leopards and their parts, totaling at least 129 leopards, for “circus and travelling exhibition” 
purposes including six bodies, 113 live, nine skins and one trophy; Russia (28) and Mexico (23) 
exported the largest number of live leopards for this purpose (Annex 4, Table 34). 

                                                           
11 CITES Purpose Code B. 
12 CITES Purpose Code E. 
13 CITES Purpose Code L. 
14 CITES Purpose Code M. 
15 CITES Purpose Code N. 
16 CITES Purpose Code P. 
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 181 live leopards and one trophy for “zoo” purposes; South Africa (18), France (15), Czech 
Republic (12) and Namibia (12) exported the largest numbers of live leopards for this purpose 
(Annex 4, Table 35). 

5. International Trade from Sub-Saharan Africa Leopard Range States 

This section provides details about the export of leopards and their parts and products by sub-Saharan 
Africa range States from 2005 through 2014 (including the 18 range states where leopards are listed as 
Threatened). The following sub-Saharan Africa leopard range States did not export leopards or their parts 
or products during this period:17 Angola, Burkina Faso, Benin, Chad, Gambia, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, 
Niger, Rwanda, and Somalia. Between 2005 and 2014, 25 sub-Saharan African countries exported 
leopards and their parts and products; the top ten countries of export are in Table 3 – notably, only two 
countries where leopards are listed as Endangered are on this list (Central African Republic (CAR) and 
Ethiopia). Thus, given the major role that the U.S. plays as an importer of leopard parts, it is clear that the 
Threatened listing is facilitating trade in leopards from southern Africa, without appropriate scrutiny. 

Table 3. Top Ten Countries of Export of Panthera pardus, 2005-2014. 
 

Country of Export Individual Leopards Exported  
(bodies, live, skins, trophies) 

% of Global Exports (rounded to 
nearest whole percent) 

Zimbabwe 2,947 23 
Tanzania 2,923 23 
Namibia 1,785 14 
South Africa 1,579 12 
Zambia 866 7 
Mozambique 770 6 
Botswana 394 3 
CAR 330 3 
Ethiopia 24 <1 
DRC and 
Swaziland (tied) 12 <1 
 
 

a. Botswana 
 

Botswana exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 394 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (1), live (4), skins (16), and trophies (373) (Annex 4, Table 36). This amount is 
equivalent to 3% of the global exports in leopards during this period (394 of 12,791). All of these skins 
and the vast majority of the trophies (334 of 373) were wild-sourced and exported for hunting trophy 
purposes, 5 of the hunting trophy purpose trophies were reported as having been seized by the U.S. upon 
import, one of which originated in Mozambique. More than half (191 of 373) of the trophies and 5 of the 
skins were exported to the U.S. One trophy was reported as having been exported to South Africa for 
trophy hunting purposes but the source was reported as ranched. The remainder of the hunting trophies 
(33) were reported as wild-sourced and exported for personal purposes. Botswana also exported 4 live 
                                                           
17  CITES Trade Database searched on 23 March 2016. As indicated in bold in the text, only two countries where 
leopards are listed as Threatened – Angola and Rwanda – did not export leopards or their parts from 2005-2014. 
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leopards that were reported as having been captive-bred to South Africa in 2010 for “circus and travelling 
exhibitions” purposes.  

b. Cameroon 
 

Cameroon exported one African leopard skin between 2005 and 2014, the equivalent of one individual 
(Annex 4, Table 37). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during 
this period. The skin was wild-sourced and exported to Germany for personal purposes. 

c. Central African Republic 
 

Central African Republic exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 330 individuals 
between 2005 and 2014, including skins (4), and trophies (326) (Annex 4, Table 38). This amount is 
equivalent to approximately 3% of the global exports in leopards during this period (330 of 12,791). All 
of these skins and the vast majority of the trophies (284 of 326) were wild-sourced and exported for 
hunting trophy purposes, with the remainder of the trophies (42) being wild-sourced but imported for 
personal purposes. 60% of the trophy exports (196) went to France, while two of the trophies were 
exported to the U.S. 

d. Congo 
 

Congo exported two African leopard skins between 2005 and 2014, the equivalent of two individuals 
(Annex 4, Table 39). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during 
this period. The skins were seized upon import to the U.K. and there was no purpose recorded. 

e. Côte d’Ivoire 
 

Côte d’Ivoire exported two African leopard skins between 2005 and 2014, the equivalent of two 
individuals (Annex 4, Table 40). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in 
leopards during this period. The skins were marked as being pre-convention and imported into France for 
personal purposes. 

f. Democratic Republic of the Congo 
 

The Democratic Republic of the Congo exported twelve leopard skins between 2005 and 2014, the 
equivalent of twelve individuals (Annex 4, Table 41). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the 
global exports in leopards during this period. Ten of the skins were reported as having been exported for 
personal purposes, with all except one of those wild-sourced. The remaining skin exported for personal 
purposes was seized upon import to the U.S. Another skin exported for commercial purposes to the U.S. 
was seized upon import to the U.S., while another skin was exported to an unknown country and no 
purpose or source was recorded. 

g. Ethiopia 
 

Ethiopia exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 24 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including skins (6), trophies (18), as well as skulls (4) (Annex 4, Table 42). This amount is 
equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during this period. Five of the skins and 12 of 
the trophies were wild-sourced and exported for hunting trophy purposes, while another two trophies 
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were wild-sourced but one was exported for personal purposes and the other for commercial 
purposes.  The remaining skin was seized upon import to Norway in 2014, and no purpose was recorded. 
The four remaining trophies were exported for personal purposes but were seized upon import into the 
United Arab Emirates (2) and Bahrain (2) in 2006. The four skulls were all wild-sourced and exported to 
Canada (3) and South Africa (1) for hunting trophy purposes. 

h. Gabon 
 

Gabon exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 10 individuals between 2005 and 2014, 
including live specimens (8) and skins (2) (Annex 4, Table 43). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% 
of the global exports in leopards during this period. The two skins were seized upon import to Hungary 
and had no purpose data, while the 8 live specimens were reported as having been captive-bred and 
imported into Tunisia for zoo purposes. 

i. Ghana 
 

Ghana exported one African leopard skin between 2005 and 2014, the equivalent of one individual 
(Annex 4, Table 44). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during 
this period. The skin was exported for personal purposes in 2005 but seized upon import to the U.S., with 
the origin of the specimen marked as unknown. 

j. Kenya 
 

Kenya exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 6 individuals between 2005 and 2014, 
including skins (4) and trophies (2) (Annex 4, Table 45). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the 
global exports in leopards during this period. The skins and trophies were all wild-sourced and exported 
for personal purposes, with one skin and two trophies exported to Australia, one skin exported to the 
U.K., and two skins exported to an unknown country. 

k. Liberia 
 

Liberia exported African leopards and their products equivalent to one individual between 2005 and 2014, 
as one skin (Annex 4, Table 46). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in 
leopards during this period. 

 
l. Malawi 
 

Malawi exported three African leopard skins between 2005 and 2014, the equivalent of three individuals 
(Annex 4, Table 47). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during 
this period. The skins were all wild-sourced and exported for personal purposes, with two skins exported 
to Sri Lanka, and one to the Netherlands. 

  m. Mali 
 
Mali exported two live leopards and one skin between 2005 and 2014, the equivalent of three individuals 
(Annex 4, Table 48). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during 
this period. 
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n. Mozambique 
 

Mozambique exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 770 individuals between 2005 
and 2014, including bodies (1), skins (257), and trophies (512) (Annex 4, Table 49). This amount is 
equivalent to approximately 6% (770 of 12,791) of the global exports in leopards during this period. The 
one body as well as the vast majority of the skins (245) and trophies (461) were wild-sourced and 
exported for hunting trophy purposes. Major export destinations for trophies included the U.S. (133), 
South Africa (119), Spain (59), Portugal (43), and France (41). Major export destination countries for 
skins included the U.S. (105), South Africa (62), Spain (13), France (12), and Zimbabwe (11). Eight of 
the trophies exported for hunting trophy purposes were seized upon import into the U.S. between 2007 
and 2012. Further, one skin with no purpose reported was seized upon import to Portugal. Six skins and 
38 trophies, all wild-sourced, were exported for personal purposes, while two skins were marked as 
captive-bred and were exported for personal purposes. One skin and two trophies, all wild-sourced, were 
exported for commercial purposes; the skin was imported into the U.S. in 2013 and the trophies into 
South Africa and Zimbabwe.  

o. Namibia 
 

Namibia exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 1,785 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (25), live specimens (12), skins (83), and trophies (1,810) (Annex 4, Table 50). 
This amount is equivalent to approximately 14% of the global exports in leopards during this period 
(1,810 of 12,791). Major trophy export destination countries included the U.S. (645), Germany (259), 
Austria (92), France (84), South Africa (79), Spain (68), Russia (47), and Mexico (41). Twenty-three of 
the bodies, 58 of the skins, and 1,600 of the trophies exported were wild-sourced for hunting trophy 
purposes. One trophy exported for hunting trophy purposes to the U.S. was captive-bred, while another 
trophy exported for personal purposes to Germany was marked as pre-convention. Two of the bodies, 24 
of the skins, and 94 of the trophies exported were wild-sourced for personal purposes. 645 (~39%) of the 
total number of trophies were exported to the U.S., 622 for hunting trophy purposes and wild-sourced and 
23 that were seized upon import. In addition, one wild-sourced trophy was exported for commercial 
purposes to the U.S., while one skin exported for commercial purposes was seized upon import to the 
U.S. and another with no purpose recorded was seized upon import to the U.K. The 12 live specimens 
were wild-sourced leopards exported to Cuba for zoo purposes. 

p. Nigeria 
 

Nigeria exported 6 leopard skins between 2005 and 2014, the equivalent of six individuals (Annex 4, 
Table 51). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during this period. 
All of the skins exported were for personal purposes, and all of the exports were seized upon import to the 
U.S. (5) and Hungary (1).  

  q. Senegal 
 
Senegal exported 18 specimens between 2005 and 2014 (Annex 4, Table 52). 

r. Sierra Leone 
 

Sierra Leone exported five derivatives between 2005 and 2014 (Annex 4, Table 53). 
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s. South Africa 
 

South Africa exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 1,579 individuals between 2005 
and 2014, including bodies (44), live specimens (56), skins (290), and trophies (1,189) (Annex 4, Table 
54). This amount is equivalent to approximately 12% of the global exports in leopards during this period 
(1,579 of 12,791). Major trophy export destination countries included the U.S. (729), Spain (63), Mexico 
(53), Philippines (46), Russia (45), and France (35). Major skin export destination countries included the 
U.S. (163), Spain (29), and Canada (19). Major bodies export destination countries included Canada (11) 
and the U.S. (8), while major live specimen export destination countries included Egypt (12), Malawi 
(12), Gabon (10), and the United Arab Emirates (8). In total, the U.S. imported more than half (900) of 
the total African leopards and their products that are equivalent to individual animals exported from South 
Africa during the period examined.  

South Africa exported 5 live leopards for breeding in captivity purposes that were captive-bred sourced 
during this period, as well as one live leopard, one skin and one trophy for educational purposes that were 
captive-bred. 17 wild-sourced leopards (8 trophies and 9 bodies) were exported from South Africa for 
educational purposes. For hunting trophy purposes, 1,532 leopards were exported (two captive-bred 
leopard trophies; two F1 (born in captivity F1 and subsequent) leopard trophies; 36 leopard trophies were 
seized upon import; two trophies marked as pre-convention specimens; one marked as having been 
sourced from a ranching operation; and of wild-source specimens, 30 bodies, 260 skins, and 1,199 
trophies) from South Africa between 2005 and 2014. For purposes of reintroduction to the wild, 12 
leopards were exported (4 live leopards sourced from a ranching operation and 8 live wild-sourced 
leopards) during the period examined. For personal purposes, 117 leopards were exported (2 captive-bred 
trophies, 19 pre-convention skins, 5 pre-convention trophies, 6 wild-source bodies, 15 wild-sourced skins, 
and 80 wild-sourced trophies) from South Africa during the period examined. For commercial purposes, 7 
live leopards were exported for commercial purposes. For zoo purposes, 30 leopards were exported (22 
captive-bred live leopards, one captive-bred trophy, 5 live leopards sourced from a ranching operation, 
and two live wild-sourced leopards) from South Africa during the period examined. 

t. Sudan 
 

Sudan exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 8 individuals between 2005 and 2014, 
including live specimens (7) and skins (1) (Annex 4, Table 55). This amount is equivalent to less than 1% 
of the global exports in leopards during this period. Six of the live leopards exported were wild-sourced 
and exported for zoo purposes (4 were exported to Syria and 2 to South Africa), and the remaining live 
specimen was wild-sourced and exported for personal purposes (to Saudi Arabia). The one skin exported 
was wild-sourced and exported for personal purposes. 

u. Swaziland 
 

Swaziland exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 12 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including live specimens (1) and skins (11) (Annex 4, Table 56). This amount is equivalent to less 
than 1% of the global exports in leopards during this period. 
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v. Togo 
 

Togo exported one leopard skin that was seized upon import to Spain, with no purpose recorded, during 
the period examined, the equivalent of one individual (Annex 4, Table 57). This amount is equivalent to 
less than 1% of the global exports in leopards during this period. 

w. The United Republic of Tanzania 
 

The United Republic of Tanzania exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 2,923 
individuals between 2005 and 2014, including bodies (5), live specimens (1), skins (462), and trophies 
(2,455) (Annex 4, Table 58). This amount is equivalent to approximately 23% of the global exports in 
leopards during this period (2,923 of 12,791). The leopard bodies were exported to Denmark (3), the U.K. 
(1) and Russia (1), while the one live specimen was exported to Nicaragua. Major skin export destination 
countries included the U.S. (152), France (79), South Africa (55), Spain (37), and Canada (27). Major 
trophy export destination countries included the U.S. (1,118), France (439), Spain (189), Mexico (181), 
South Africa (96), Italy (79), and Germany (73). In total, the U.S. imported approximately 43% (1,270) of 
the total African leopards and their products that are equivalent to individual animals exported from the 
United Republic of Tanzania during the period examined. Exports to France (518) comprised 17% of the 
total.  
 
The United Republic of Tanzania exported one wild-sourced leopard skin for educational purposes during 
this period. For hunting trophy purposes, 2,609 leopards were exported (two captive-bred leopard 
trophies; 43 leopard trophies were seized upon import; 3 trophies marked as pre-convention specimens; 
and of wild-source specimens, 5 bodies, 447 skins, and 2,109 trophies) from the United Republic of 
Tanzania between 2005 and 2014. For personal purposes, 309 leopards were exported (6 wild-source 
skins and 303 wild-sourced trophies) from the United Republic of Tanzania during the period examined. 
For commercial purposes, 7 leopards were exported (4 skins and 3 leopard trophies) during the period 
examined. 

x. Zambia 
 

Zambia exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 866 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (1), skins (52), and trophies (813) (Annex 4, Table 59). This amount is equivalent 
to approximately 7% of the global exports in leopards during this period (866 of 12,791). The leopard 
body was exported to Denmark (1). Major skin export destination countries included South Africa (18), 
Canada (12), and the U.K. (9). Major trophy export destination countries included the U.S. (466), South 
Africa (55), Mexico (40), Spain (38), and France (25). In total, the U.S. imported approximately 54% 
(468) of the total African leopards and their products that are equivalent to individual animals exported 
from Zambia during the period examined. Exports to South Africa (73) comprised 8% of the total. For 
hunting trophy purposes, 823 leopards were exported (18 leopard trophies were seized upon import; of 
wild-source specimens, 1 body, 45 skins, and 777 trophies) from Zambia between 2005 and 2014. For 
personal purposes, 36 leopards were exported (11 wild-source skins and 25 wild-sourced trophies) from 
Zambia during the period examined.  
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y. Zimbabwe 
 

Zimbabwe exported African leopards and their products equivalent to 2,947 individuals between 2005 
and 2014, including bodies (12), live specimens (3), skins (490), and trophies (2,442) (Annex 4, Table 
60). This amount is equivalent to approximately 23% of the global exports in leopards during this period 
(2,947 of 12,791). The leopard bodies were exported to Canada (6), South Korea (3), Hong Kong (1) and 
Sweden (1), while the three live leopards were exported to South Africa. Major skin export destination 
countries included the U.S. (256), South Africa (52) and Canada (43). Major trophy export destination 
countries included the U.S. (1,489), South Africa (170), Spain (138), France (86), Mexico (71) and 
Germany (67). In total, approximately 60% (1,745) of the total African leopards and their products that 
are equivalent to individual animals from Zimbabwe during the period examined were exported to the 
U.S. Exports to South Africa (225) comprised 8% of the total, while exports to Spain (138) comprised 
approximately 5% of the total.  

Zimbabwe exported 5 leopard products equivalent to individual leopards for educational purposes (one 
wild-sourced leopard skin and 4 wild-sourced trophies) during this period. For hunting trophy purposes, a 
total of 2,840 leopards were exported (one captive-bred leopard trophy; two F1 (born in captivity F1 and 
subsequent) leopard trophies; 40 leopard trophies were seized upon import; 2 trophies marked as pre-
convention specimens; and 2,795 wild-source specimens (8 bodies, 457 skins, and 2,330 trophies) from 
Zimbabwe between 2005 and 2014. For personal purposes, 111 leopards were exported (one body, 16 
skins and 6 trophies were seized upon import from Zimbabwe; 4 pre-convention skins; 19 wild-source 
skins and 65 wild-sourced trophies) from Zimbabwe during the period examined. For circus and 
travelling exhibition purposes, 3 wild-sourced leopard bodies were exported, and for commercial 
purposes, a total of 8 leopards were exported (7 captive-source live specimens and one wild-source skin) 
during the period examined. 

6. Countries of Import of African Leopards and Their Parts 

The U.S., France, South Africa, Spain, Germany, Mexico, Russia, Canada, Austria, and Italy were the top 
ten importers of leopards and their products from 2005-2014, with the U.S. accounting for nearly half of 
all leopard imports (see Table 4). This underscores the major role the U.S. plays in the international trade 
in leopards, and the importance of ensuring that U.S. law stringently regulates leopard imports to ensure 
that such imports only occur if the import enhances the survival of the species. 
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Table 4. Top Ten Countries of Import of African Leopards and their Products, 2005-2014, all 
sources, all purposes. 
 

Country of Import Individual Leopards Exported 
(bodies, live, skins, trophies) 

% of Global Exports (rounded to 
nearest whole percent) 

United States 5,575 44% 
France 1,072 8% 
South Africa 878 7% 
Spain 709 6% 
Germany 539 4% 
Mexico 510 4% 
Russia 386 3% 
Canada 318 3% 
Austria 230 2% 
Italy 192 2% 
 
The following examines gross import data from the top ten leopard importer countries. 

a. Austria 
 

Austria imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 230 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (1), skins (56), and trophies (173) (Annex 4, Table 61). This amount is equivalent 
to approximately 2% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most leopards imported into 
Austria were exported from Namibia (120 total: 93 trophies, 27 skins and one body, 52% of total 
imports), with Zimbabwe (44 total: 29 trophies and 15 skins, 20% of total imports), the United Republic 
of Tanzania (40 total: 12 skins and 28 trophies, 17% of total imports) and Zambia (11 trophies, 5% of 
total imports) also playing major roles in exports. For hunting trophy purposes, a total of 164 leopards 
were imported, all wild-source specimens (one body, 21 skins, and 142 trophies) into Austria between 
2005 and 2014. For personal purposes, 65 leopards were imported (one pre-convention skin; 33 wild-
source skins and 31 wild-sourced trophies) into Austria during the period examined. For circus and 
travelling exhibition purposes, one pre-convention skin was imported during the period examined. 

b. Canada 
 

Canada imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 318 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (33), live specimens (10), skins (134), and trophies (141) (Annex 4, Table 62). 
This amount is equivalent to approximately 2% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most 
leopards imported into Canada were exported from Zimbabwe (97 total: 48 trophies, 43 skins and 6 
bodies, 30% of total imports), with South Africa (53 total: 21 trophies, 19 skins, two live specimens and 
11 bodies, 17% of total imports), Namibia (44 total: 25 trophies and 19 skins, 14% of total imports), the 
United Republic of Tanzania (36 total: 9 trophies and 27 skins, 11% of total imports), Zambia (36 total: 
23 trophies and 12 skins, 11% of total imports), and the U.S. (25 total: 9 trophies, 3 skins, 6 live 
specimens and 7 bodies, 8% of total imports) also playing major roles in exports. For educational 
purposes, 3 leopards were imported (two wild-sourced leopard bodies and one wild-sourced leopard skin) 
into Canada between 2005 and 2014. For hunting trophy purposes, a total of 279 leopards were imported 
(two captive-bred leopard trophies; two F1 (born in captivity F1 and subsequent) leopard trophies; and 
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275 wild-source specimens (27 bodies, 119 skins, and 129 trophies) imported into Canada during this 
period. For personal purposes, 22 leopards were imported (one trophy was seized upon import; 6 pre-
convention skins; 3 wild-source skins and 6 wild-sourced trophies) into Canada during the period 
examined. For commercial purposes, a total of 3 leopards were imported (one pre-convention body and 
two wild-source skins) during the period examined. For zoological purposes, 10 live leopards were 
imported into Canada between 2005 and 2014.  

c. France 
 

France imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 1,072 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (3), live specimens (13), skins (124), and trophies (932) (Annex 4, Table 63). This 
amount is equivalent to approximately 8% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most 
leopards imported into France were exported from the United Republic of Tanzania (518 total: 439 
trophies and 79 skins, 48% of total imports) and Central African Republic (198 total: 196 trophies and 
two skins, 18% of total imports), with Zimbabwe (98 total: 86 trophies and 12 skins, 9% of total imports), 
Namibia (86 total: 84 trophies and two skins, 8% of total imports), Mozambique (54 total: 41 trophies and 
12 skins, 5% of total imports) and South Africa (45 total: 35 trophies, 8 skins, and two bodies, 4% of total 
imports) also playing major roles in exports to France. For hunting trophy purposes, a total of 584 
leopards were imported into France during this period, all of which were wild-sourced (one body, 110 
skins, and 473 trophies). For personal purposes, 475 leopards were imported (two pre-convention bodies, 
9 wild-sourced skins and 459 wild-sourced trophies) into France during the period examined. For circus 
and travelling exhibition purposes, 4 wild-sourced leopard bodies were imported, and for zoological 
purposes, a total of 7 live leopards were imported into France during the period examined. 

d. Germany 
 

Germany imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 539 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (3), live specimens (10), skins (63), and trophies (463) (Annex 4, Table 64). This 
amount is equivalent to approximately 4% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most 
leopards imported into Germany were exported from Namibia (266 total: 259 trophies, 5 skins and two 
bodies, 49% of total imports), with the United Republic of Tanzania (87 total: 73 trophies and 14 skins, 
16% of total imports), Zimbabwe (81 total: 67 trophies and 14 skins, 15% of total imports), and South 
Africa (33 total: 25 trophies, 8 skins, 6% of total imports) also playing major roles in exports. For captive 
breeding purposes, Germany imported two live captive-bred leopards between 2005 and 2014. For 
hunting trophy purposes, a total of 486 leopards were imported, all wild-source specimens (one body, 42 
skins, and 443 trophies). For personal purposes, 26 leopards were imported (one pre-convention body, 
two pre-convention skins and one pre-convention trophy, one wild-source body, 3 wild-source skins and 
18 wild-sourced trophies) into Germany during the period examined. For circus and travelling exhibition 
purposes, one live captive-bred leopard and one pre-convention trophy was imported during the period 
examined. For commercial purposes, a total of 16 leopards were imported (one pre-convention skin, 8 
skins of unknown source and 8 wild-source skins) during the period examined. 

e. Italy 
 

Italy imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 192 individuals between 2005 and 2014, 
including a body (1), a live specimen (1), skins (21), and trophies (169) (Annex 4, Table 65). This amount 
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is equivalent to approximately 2% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most leopards 
imported into Italy were exported from the United Republic of Tanzania (93 total: 79 trophies and 14 
skins, 48% of total imports), with Zimbabwe (38 total: 34 trophies and 4 skins, 20% of total imports), 
South Africa (22 total: 21 trophies, one skin, 11% of total imports) and Namibia (17 total: 16 trophies, 
one body, 9% of total imports) also playing major roles in exports. For hunting trophy purposes, a total of 
186 leopards were imported (one ranched leopard trophy and 185 wild-source specimens: one body, 19 
skins, and 165 trophies) into Italy during this period. For personal purposes, 4 leopards were imported 
(one pre-convention skins and 3 wild-source trophies) into Italy during the period examined. For circus 
and travelling exhibition purposes, one wild-sourced leopard skin was imported, and for zoological 
purposes, one live, captive-bred leopard was imported during the period examined. 

f. Mexico 
 

Mexico imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 510 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including a body (1), live specimens (8), skins (20), and trophies (481) (Annex 4, Table 66). This 
amount is equivalent to approximately 4% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most 
leopards imported into Mexico were exported from the United Republic of Tanzania (186 total: 181 
trophies and 5 skins, 36% of total imports), with Zimbabwe (76 total: 71 trophies and 5 skins, 15% of 
total imports), South Africa (60 total: 53 trophies, 6 skins and one body, 12% of total imports), Namibia 
(41 trophies, 8% of total imports), and the U.S. (34 total: 31 trophies and 3 live specimens, 7% of total 
imports) also playing major roles in exports. For hunting trophy purposes, a total of 487 leopards were 
imported (two captive-bred leopard trophies; two F1 (born in captivity F1 and subsequent) leopard 
trophies; two leopard trophies were seized upon import; 6 trophies marked as pre-convention specimens; 
and 475 wild-source specimens (one body, 19 skins, and 455 trophies) into Mexico between 2005 and 
2014. For personal purposes, 5 wild-source leopard trophies were imported into Mexico during the period 
examined. For circus and travelling exhibition purposes, 3 live, captive-bred leopards were imported; 
while for commercial purposes, 3 wild-source leopard trophies were imported during the period 
examined. For zoological purposes, 5 live, captive-bred leopards were imported between 2005 and 2014. 

g. Russia 
 

Russia imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 386 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (9), live specimens (41), skins (36), and trophies (300) (Annex 4, Table 67). This 
amount is equivalent to approximately 3% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most 
leopards imported into Russia were exported from the United Republic of Tanzania (73 total: 58 trophies 
and 17 skins, 19% of total imports), with Namibia (53 total: 47 trophies, 3 skins and 3 bodies, 14% of 
total imports), South Africa (50 total: 45 trophies and 5 skins, 13% of total imports), Zimbabwe (48 total: 
42 trophies, 6 skins, 12% of total imports), and France (45 total: 35 trophies, 9 live specimens, and one 
body, 12% of total imports) also playing major roles in exports. For captive breeding purposes, a total of 
two leopards were imported (two live, captive-bred leopards) into Russia between 2005 and 2014. For 
hunting trophy purposes, a total of 303 leopards were imported, all wild-source (8 bodies, two live 
leopards, 30 skins, and 263 trophies) into Russia during this period. For purposes of reintroduction to the 
wild, 4 live, wild-source leopards were imported in Russia between 2004 and 2015. For personal 
purposes, 38 leopards were imported (one body and 37 trophies), while for circus and travelling 
exhibition purposes, 4 live, wild-source leopards and 4 live leopards whose source was unknown were 
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imported into Russia during this period. For commercial purposes, 4 pre-convention skins were imported, 
and for zoological purposes, one live, F1 leopard was imported in Russia during the period examined. 

h. South Africa 
 

South Africa imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 878 individuals between 2005 
and 2014, including live specimens (36), skins (229), and trophies (613) (Annex 4, Table 68). This 
amount is equivalent to approximately 7% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most 
leopards imported into South Africa were exported from Zimbabwe (225 total: 170 trophies, 52 skins, 3 
live specimens, 26% of total imports) and Mozambique (181 total: 119 trophies and 62 skins, 21% of total 
imports), and the United Republic of Tanzania (151 total: 96 trophies and 55 skins, 17% of total imports), 
with Namibia (89 total: 78 trophies and 11 skins, 10% of total imports), Botswana (82 total: 73 trophies, 5 
skins, and 4 live specimens, 9% of total imports), and Zambia (73 total: 55 trophies and 18 skins, 8% of 
total imports) also playing major roles in exports. For captive breeding purposes, a total of 8 live leopards 
were imports (5 captive-bred, two F1, and one wild-source). For educational purposes, 3 live, captive-
bred leopards were imported into South Africa between 2005 and 2014. For hunting trophy purposes, a 
total of 798 leopards were imported (one captive-bred leopard trophy; two F1 (born in captivity F1 and 
subsequent) leopard trophies; one ranched leopard trophy; and 794 wild-source specimens (207 skins and 
587 trophies) imported (one wild-sourced leopard skin and 4 wild-sourced trophies)) into South Africa 
during this period. For law enforcement purposes, two wild-source skins were imported into South Africa 
between 2005 and 2014. For personal purposes, 40 leopards were imported (7 captive-bred skins, 3 pre-
convention skins; 10 wild-source skins and 20 wild-sourced trophies) into South Africa during the period 
examined. For circus and travelling exhibition purposes, 4 live, wild-sourced leopards were imported, and 
for commercial purposes, a total of 12 leopards were imported (8 captive-source live specimens, two live 
specimens, and two wild-source trophies during the period examined. For zoological purposes, 9 live, 
captive-bred leopards and two wild-source leopards were imported. 

i. Spain 
 

Spain imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 709 individuals between 2005 and 2014, 
including bodies (3), live specimens (3), skins (101), and trophies (602) (Annex 4, Table 69). This 
amount is equivalent to approximately 6% of the global imports in leopards during this period. Most 
leopards imported into Spain were exported from the United Republic of Tanzania (226 total: 189 
trophies, 37 skins, 32% of total imports) and Zimbabwe (154 total: 138 trophies and 16 skins, 22% of 
total imports), with South Africa (92 total: 63 trophies and 29 skins, 13% of total imports), Mozambique 
(77 total: 64 trophies and 13 skins, 11% of total imports), Namibia (70 total: 68 trophies and two skins, 
10% of total imports), Zambia (40 total: 38 trophies and two skins, 6% of total imports) and Botswana 
(39 total: 38 trophies and one skin, 6% of total imports) also playing major roles in exports. For hunting 
trophy purposes, a total of 690 leopards were imported, all wild-sourced (3 bodies, 99 skins, and 588 
trophies) imported (one wild-sourced leopard skin and 4 wild-sourced trophies) into Spain during this 
period. For personal purposes, 15 wild-source leopard trophies were imported while for circus and 
travelling exhibition purposes, two captive-bred live leopards were imported between 2005 and 2014. For 
commercial purposes, a total of two leopards were imported (one captive-source live specimen and one 
wild-source skin) during the period examined. 

 



38 
 

j. United States of America 
 

The U.S. imported African leopards and their products equivalent to 5,575 individuals between 2005 and 
2014, including bodies (14), live specimens (26), skins (741), and trophies (4,794) (Annex 4, Table 70). 
This amount is equivalent to approximately 44% of the global imports in leopards during this period. 
Most leopards imported into the U.S. were exported from Zimbabwe (1,745 total: 1,489 trophies and 256 
skins, 31% of total imports) and the United Republic of Tanzania (1,270 total: 1,118 trophies and 152 
skins, 23% of total imports), with South Africa (900 total: 729 trophies, 163 skins and 8 bodies, 16% of 
total imports), Namibia (654 total: 646 trophies, 5 skins, 3 bodies, 12% of total imports), Zambia (468 
total: 466 trophies and two skins, 8% of total imports) Mozambique (238 total: 133 trophies and 105 
skins, 4% of total imports) and Botswana (196 total: 191 trophies and 5 skins, 4% of total imports) also 
playing major roles in exports. For educational purposes, two wild-source leopard trophies were imported 
into the U.S. between 2005 and 2014. For hunting trophy purposes, a total of 5,447 leopards were 
imported (two captive-bred leopard trophies; 175 leopard trophies were seized upon import; one ranched 
leopard skin and 5,269 wild-source specimens (12 bodies, 683 skins, and 4,573 trophies) into the U.S. 
during this period. For law enforcement purposes, 3 wild-source skins were imported into the U.S. 
between 2005 and 2014. For personal purposes, 67 leopards were imported (one trophy was seized upon 
import, while 15 pre-convention skins, one pre-convention trophy, two skins of unknown origin, two 
wild-source bodies, 11 wild-source skins, and 35 wild-sourced trophies) into the U.S. during the period 
examined. For circus and travelling exhibition purposes, 7 live captive-bred leopards, 3 pre-convention 
skins, and one wild-sourced leopard skin were imported between 2005 and 2014. For scientific purposes, 
7 skins of unknown origin were imported, while for commercial purposes, a total of 19 leopards were 
imported (5 skins were seized upon import, while 6 pre-convention skins, one skin and one trophy of 
unknown origin, 3 wild-source skins and 3 wild-source trophies were imported between 2005 and 2014. 
For zoological purposes, two live F1 leopards were imported during the period examined. 

 

Therefore, as demonstrated in this section, the African leopard is Endangered by overutilization for 
recreational and commercial purposes, and the U.S. plays a major role in this unsustainable international 
trade. 

C. Disease or Predation 

Wild leopards have been found to have at least nine infectious agents including viruses (rabies, feline 
leukemia, feline immunodeficiency), bacteria (Anthrax), and protozoa (Toxoplasma, Sarcocystis, 
Hepatozoon, Giardia, Isospora) (Murray et al. 1999). While there is evidence of a negative conservation 
impact of disease on wild populations of other large carnivores (i.e. Canis lupis, Lycaon pictus, Canis 
latrans, Panthera leo), there is no such evidence with respect to leopards (Murray et al. 1999). 
 
The leopard is an apex predator in Africa and is not typically predated by animals other than humans. 
Lions do kill and eat leopards (Palomares and Caro 1999) but leopards are not among the typical prey of 
lions and such killing is not known to have a conservation impact on leopard populations.  
 
The most significant non-human predator of leopards is leopards themselves. In a study of leopards in a 
reserve in South Africa, Balme and Hunter (2013) found high rates of infanticide by adult males which 
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accounted for almost half of cub mortality and caused the death of nearly a third of all leopard offspring; 
most of these adult males were immigrants; cubs are vulnerable to infanticide until at least 15 months of 
age; sometimes females defending their cubs were killed; males frequently consumed the cubs they killed; 
females also sometimes ate their dead cubs; females never killed cubs. Balme and Hunter (2013) consider 
infanticide in leopards to be primarily motivated by sexual selection: as females whose cubs were killed 
came into heat sooner, infanticide allows males to improve their fitness by accelerating their opportunity 
to father offspring. Despite such high levels of infanticide in the population studied by Balme and Hunter 
(2013), the population remained stable over the period studied; the authors warn against activities that 
would artificially elevate male turnover – such as trophy hunting – as this may increase infanticide levels. 
 
D. Inadequacy of Existing Regulatory Mechanisms 
 
1. U.S. Endangered Species Act and CITES  
 

Statutory Background of the ESA 
 
The U.S. has long recognized the need to protect wildlife, and, toward this end, has enacted multiple laws 
to prohibit human actions that contribute to species extinction.  With the promulgation of the Lacey Act in 
1900 (16 U.S.C. §§ 3371 et seq.), it became a federal offense to engage in commerce of protected species. 
In 1940, the U.S. signed the Convention on Nature Protection and Wildlife Preservation in the Western 
Hemisphere “to protect and preserve [species] in their natural habitat…in sufficient numbers and over 
areas extensive enough to assure them from becoming extinct through any agency within man’s control.” 
56 Stat. 1534, T.S. No. 981, U.N.T.S. No. 193. These laws recognized that extinction knows no political 
boundaries, and that both national action and international cooperation are essential to effectively protect 
endangered species.   

In 1966, Congress enacted the Endangered Species Preservation Act (Public Law No. 89-669), which 
created “a program in the United States of conserving, protecting, restoring, and propagating selected 
species of native fish and wildlife that are threatened with extinction.” Because this statute extended 
protection only to native species, Congress found that it did not adequately protect foreign species that 
suffered from overexploitation, often because of the demands of the American marketplace. Therefore, in 
1969, Congress enacted the Endangered Species Conservation Act (Public Law No. 91-135), which 
authorized the Secretary of the Interior to promulgate a list of species, native or non-native, that were 
“threatened with worldwide extinction.”  This Act also called for an “international ministerial meeting” to 
create a “binding international convention on the conservation of endangered species,” ultimately leading 
to the passage of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora 
(27 U.S.T. 1087, “CITES”). Thus, five decades ago the U.S. led the way to ensure that all countries act to 
save species from both local and global threats.    

Recognizing that prior laws did not sufficiently protect endangered species, in 1973 Congress passed the 
Endangered Species Act. The purpose of the ESA is “to provide a means whereby the ecosystems upon 
which endangered species and threatened species depend may be conserved, to provide a program for the 
conservation of such endangered species and threatened species, and to take such steps as may be 
appropriate to achieve the purposes of the treaties and conventions” to which the United States is 
committed. 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b). “It is further declared to be the policy of Congress that all Federal 
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departments and agencies shall seek to conserve endangered species and threatened species and shall 
utilize their authorities in furtherance of the purposes of this Act.” Id. § 1531(c). Thus, as the Supreme 
Court has declared, the goal of the ESA is to “reverse the trend toward extinction, whatever the cost.” 
TVA v. Hill, 437 U.S. 153, 184 (1978).  

The ESA defines the term “conserve” to mean “to use all methods and procedures which are necessary to 
bring any endangered species or threatened species to the point at which the measures provided pursuant 
to [the ESA] are no longer necessary.” Id. § 1532(3). Such measures may even include a “regulated 
taking” of the species, but only in the “extraordinary case where population pressures within a given 
ecosystem cannot be otherwise relieved.” Id.  

Pursuant to Section 4 of the Act, the Service must “list” species as either “Endangered” or “Threatened,” 
depending on the extent of the threats to their existence. Id. § 1533.  The term “species” includes “any 
subspecies of fish or wildlife or plants, and any distinct population segment of any species of vertebrate 
fish or wildlife which interbreeds when mature.” Id. § 1532(16). The Service adopted a policy 20 years 
ago that defines the term “distinct population segment,” under which the agency must conclude that a 
particular population of a species is both “distinct” and “significant” before it can be determined to be a 
separate listable entity. 61 Fed. Reg. 4722 (Feb. 7, 1996). 

An “Endangered” species is one that the Service has determined is already “in danger of extinction 
throughout all or a significant portion of its range.” 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6).  A “Threatened” species is one 
that “is likely to become an endangered species within the foreseeable future throughout all or a 
significant portion of its range.” Id. § 1532(20).  The Act requires the Service to list a species as either 
“Endangered” or “Threatened” based on the following five factors: (1) the present or threatened 
destruction, modification, or curtailment of its habitat or range; (2) overutilization for commercial, 
recreational, scientific, or educational purposes; (3) disease or predation; (4) the inadequacy of existing 
regulatory mechanisms; and (5) “other natural or manmade factors affecting its continued existence.” Id. 
§ 1533(a)(1)(A-E).  The Service is required to list a species if any one of these criteria is present. 
Southwest Center for Biological Diversity v. Babbitt, 215 F.3d 58, 60 (D.C. Cir. 2000).    

The Service is required to base listing decisions “solely” on the “best available scientific and commercial 
data available.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). In imposing this requirement, Congress expressly intended to 
“ensure that decisions . . . pertaining to listing . . . are based solely upon biological criteria and to prevent 
nonbiological considerations from affecting such decisions.” H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 835, 97th Cong. 2d 
Sess. 19-20 (1982). Thus, Congress made it clear that “economic considerations have no relevance to 
determinations regarding the status of species.” Id.; see also S. Rep. No. 418, 97th Cong., 2d Sess. 12 
(1982) (“This amendment would preclude the Secretary from considering economic or other non-
biological factors in determining whether a species should be listed…Only in this way will the 
endangered and threatened species lists accurately reflect those species that are or are likely to be in 
danger of extinction”).  Therefore, as the Supreme Court observed in TVA v. Hill “the language, history, 
and structure of the [ESA]…indicates beyond doubt that Congress intended endangered species to be 
afforded the highest priorities.” 437 U.S. at 174. Moreover, in keeping with the overall purposes of the 
statute, even where the best available scientific evidence leaves some doubt as to the status of a species, 
the Service is required to “give the benefit of the doubt” to the species. Conner v. Burford, 848 F.2d 1441, 
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1454 (9th Cir. 1988); see also San Luis & Delta-Mendoza Water Auth., 2000 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 1779 at *9 
(E.D. Cal. 2000)).   

Once a species is listed, it is entitled to various protections under the agency’s implementing regulations, 
depending on whether it is listed as Endangered or Threatened.  Per Section 9 of the statute, it is unlawful 
to “import any [Endangered] species into, or export any such species from the United States;” to “deliver, 
receive, carry, transport, or ship in interstate or foreign commerce . . . in the course of a commercial 
activity, any such species;” and to “sell or offer for sale in interstate or foreign commerce any such 
species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)(1). It is also unlawful to “take” a member of an Endangered species within 
the United States or on the high seas, id. § 1538(a)(1)(B)-(C) – a term that includes “harass, harm, pursue, 
hunt, shoot, wound, kill, capture, or collect.” Id. § 1532(19).   

Section 10 of the ESA provides the FWS authority to issue permits for otherwise unlawful activities “for 
scientific purposes or to enhance the propagation or survival of the affected species…” 16 U.S.C. § 
1539(a)(1)(A). The statute further provides that the FWS “shall publish notice in the Federal Register of 
each application for an exemption or permit,” that each such notice “shall invite the submission from 
interested parties…of written data, views, or arguments with respect to the application,” and that 
“[i]nformation received by the [FWS] as a part of any application shall be available to the public as a 
matter of public record at every stage of the proceeding.” Id. § 1539(c). FWS may only grant a permit if it 
finds “and publishes in the Federal Register” that the permit (1) “was applied for in good faith,” (2) if 
granted and exercised “will not operate to the disadvantage of such endangered species,” and (3) will be 
“consistent with the purposes and policy” of the ESA – i.e., to “conserve” Endangered and Threatened 
species. Id. § 1539(d). These procedures are mandatory. See Gerber v. Norton, 293 F.3d 173, 179-82 
(D.C. Cir. 2002). 

Whenever a species is listed as Threatened, FWS “shall issue such regulations as [it] deems necessary and 
advisable to provide for the conservation of such species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(d). FWS has issued a 
regulation providing that all of the prohibitions that apply to Endangered species also apply to Threatened 
species, unless the agency (a) otherwise permits those activities pursuant to its general regulations 
governing permits for Threatened species, 50 C.F.R. § 17.32, or (b) has issued a special rule that governs 
a particular Threatened species. 50 C.F.R. § 17.31. However, pursuant to the plain language of the ESA, 
any such special rule must also “provide for the conservation” of the species – i.e., positively benefit its 
recovery in the wild. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(d); Sierra Club v. Clark, 577 F. Supp. 783 (D. Minn. 1984), aff’d, 
755 F.2d 608 (8th Cir. 1985); Fund for Animals v. Turner, 1991 WL 206232 (D.D.C. 1991)). 

The ESA also requires FWS to “encourage…foreign countries to provide for the conservation” of listed 
species and implements the United States’ international obligations with regard to worldwide Endangered 
and Threatened species. 16 U.S.C. § 1537. For example, CITES was drafted by representatives of 
countries participating in the International Union for the Conservation of Nature – including the United 
States – to ensure that international trade in specimens of wild animals and plants does not threaten their 
survival. CITES was first implemented on July 1, 1975, and today there are over 180 countries that are 
party to the agreement.    

CITES classifies species in Appendices with varying levels of protection – those included on Appendix I 
are “species threatened with extinction.” International commercial trade in these species is prohibited 
unless the Scientific Authority for the state of export has advised that the export will “not be detrimental 
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to the survival of the species,” and the Management Authority for that country is satisfied that (a) the 
wildlife “was not obtained in contravention of the laws of the State for the protection of fauna and flora;” 
(b) “any living specimen will be so prepared and shipped as to minimize the risk of injury, damage to 
health or cruel treatment;” and (c) an “import permit has been granted” for the wildlife. See CITES 
Article III.  An import permit may only be granted when the Scientific Authority for the state of import 
has advised that the import of the wildlife “will be for purposes which are not detrimental to the survival 
of the species,” and that the “recipient of a living specimen is suitably equipped to house and care” for the 
wildlife, and the Management Authority for the state of import is satisfied that the specimen is “not to be 
used for primarily commercial purposes.” Id. 
 

FWS’ 1982 Listing of African Leopards under the ESA  
Did Not Comport with the Best Available Science 

 
In 1968 and 1969 alone, over 17,000 leopard hides were imported into the United States to supply a 
burgeoning and unsustainable leopard fur trade. 45 Fed. Reg. 19007 (March 24, 1980). In 1970, FWS 
listed three subspecies of leopard under the Endangered Species Conservation Act, requiring a permit for 
import of specimens of: the Sinai leopard (Panthera pardus jarvisi) (found in Sinai and Saudi Arabia), the 
Barbary leopard (P. p. panthera) (found in Morocco, Algeria, and Tunisia), and the Anatolian leopard (P. 
p. tulliana) (found in Lebanon, Israel, Jordan, Turkey, and Syria). 35 Fed. Reg. 8491 (June 2, 1970).  
 
In 1972, FWS amended that Endangered listing to include all Panthera pardus (whether found in Africa, 
Asia Minor, India, Southeast Asia or Korea). 37 Fed. Reg. 2589 (Feb. 3, 1972); 37 Fed. Reg. 6476 
(March 30, 1972). As explained in a subsequent Federal Register notice, FWS listed the species in1972 
because it “was being drastically overutilized in the commercial fur trade” and “nearly every country 
contacted, in which the leopard was resident, expressed fears for the leopard’s future if the fur trade was 
not brought under control,” leading FWS to determine that the species could not “tolerate this enormous 
drain from its wild populations.” 45 Fed. Reg. at 19008.  
 
The species continued to be recognized as Endangered across its Asian and African range until 1982, 
when FWS reclassified the leopard in certain African range states to Threatened. 47 Fed. Reg. 4201 
(January 28, 1982). In its proposed rule, FWS proposed to downlist African populations of the leopard 
occurring to the south of a line running along the borders of Senegal/Mauritania; Mali/Mauritania; 
Mali/Algeria; Niger/Algeria; Niger/Libya; Chad/Libya; Sudan/Libya; and Sudan/Egypt (see map below). 
(45 Fed. Reg. 19007 (March 24, 1980)) 
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Figure 4. Map of Africa with red line denoting the proposed scope of the Threatened listing 

 
In proposing to decrease protection for leopards in nearly all of their African range, FWS stated that it 
“has broad discretion in developing a management strategy that will effectively conserve Threatened 
species.” 45 Fed. Reg. 19009. FWS stated that “data from each specific political entity within Sub-
Saharan Africa are lacking” yet “enough are available from representative entities within the region to 
warrant action representing the region as a whole.” Id. FWS further stated that reclassification on a 
country-by-country basis would be “biologically unsound.” Id.  
 
In its 1980 proposed rule, FWS relied on only three sources of information in determining that African 
leopards in most countries should be listed as Threatened rather than Endangered: “The Status and 
Conservation of the Leopard in Sub-Saharan Africa” by Randall L. Eaton (Safari Club International, 
January 1977); “The Leopard Panthera pardus in Africa” by Norman Myers (IUCN Monograph No. 5 
1976); and “Status of the Leopard in Africa South of the Sahara” by James G. Teer and Wendell G. 
Swank (unpublished study financed by FWS in 1978). 45 Fed. Reg. at 19008.   
 
Regarding the available data from these sources, FWS stated that it considered the leopard to be 
Threatened in most of its African range because, “A careful analysis of area/habitat type, maximum 
estimated density and minimum estimated density of leopard in this region by Eaton (loc. cit.) shows that 
an absolute minimum of 233,050 leopards may occur over the entire area; a conservative estimate of 
numbers would be 546,076 leopards, while a realistic estimate would place the number at 1,155,500 
animals.” Id. The following table from Eaton appears in the 1980 proposed rule: 
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Table from USFWS 1980 proposed rule. 45 Fed. Reg. at 19009, from Eaton (1977). 

 
Eaton’s analysis – which was commissioned by Safari Club International, a group with a vested interest in 
inflating leopard numbers to decrease regulation of leopards to facilitate hunting trophy imports – was 
never published. The methodology Eaton – who is not a felid biologist – used to derive these population 
estimates is dubious at best, as he appears to have based his population numbers solely on the area of 
leopard habitat in each country and the rationale behind the leopard density applied to the available 
habitat is not disclosed. Id. at 19009.  However, it is well established that availability of leopard habitat 
does not mean that leopards necessarily reside there, and that leopard density is dependent on available 
prey, not available habitat (Stein et al. 2016).  
 
The 1980 proposed rule also states that Eaton conducted a study of leopards in 11 Sub-Saharan African 
countries and combined those results with Myers to determine the status of leopards in countries 
throughout Africa. 45 Fed. Reg. at 19009. In forming its conclusions about the status of leopards in 
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Africa, FWS relied on Eaton’s views of Myers’s study, which (as detailed below) do not accurately reflect 
the conclusions of Myers’s study.  
 
The purpose of Myers’s 1976 study was to determine the leopard’s distribution in sub-Saharan Africa, 
and to ascertain if numbers were being depleted by the fur trade or habitat modification. The author noted 
that the leopard existed in 40 countries and that his study would attempt to make assessments in at least 
one country in each of five biomes (Sahel, Sudano-Guinean woodland, rainforest, miombo woodland, and 
East African savannah grasslands). Myers visited 22 countries and corresponded with 10 others. Myers 
did not make detailed population estimates but rather focused on whether a population exists, and whether 
the population was expanding, declining, or stable. To draw his conclusions, Myers consulted with over 
700 people, including “Wildlife and park officials at national and local level, private wildlife 
organisations, field scientists, anti-poaching teams, professional hunters, trappers, poachers, wildlife 
cropping units, fur-trade dealers, indeed anyone with specialist knowledge of wildlife.” Myers (1976), at 
12. Over 850 additional people were also interviewed, including “ranchers, veterinarians, livestock 
officials, forestry personnel, road gangs, customs officials, police and army personnel, anti-malarial 
teams, Peace Corps and other volunteers, and local chiefs and headmen,” as well as “representatives of 
the fur trade in Europe and North America”. Id. at 13. Myers recognized that these interviewees brought 
bias in terms of subjectivity to the study. Id. at 13.  
 
Myers noted that the international fur trade had depressed leopard populations in several parts of Africa 
and cited habitat destruction and loss as a key threat to the survival of leopards. Id. at 21. Myers 
considered the use of poison to be a major threat, which leopards are more susceptible to because of their 
scavenging behavior, as well as killing due to livestock predation. Yet, he concluded that the leopard 
“shows more capacity to recover from over-exploitation that the other main spotted-fur species of Africa, 
the cheetah.” Id. at 9. Myers claimed that there was no “bio-ecological grounds for permanently banning 
exploitation of the leopard by the fur trade,” and recommended a limited offtake with a “rigorous system 
of controls.” Id. at 9. Myers noted that “rainforest biotopes are reputed to present optimal habitats for 
leopard” and suggested that a leopard density of 1/km2 is appropriate in some cases.18 Id. at 13. Myers 
states that this leopard density is based on habitat type, prey distributions and predator competition, but 
more recent scientific evidence rebuts this figure (Jackson et al. 1989, Bailey 1993, Henschel 2008, 
Henschel 2009).  
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                           
18 Illogically, Myers (p. 14) used a figure by Schaller (1972) of “total predator biomass” in three areas in Kenya, 
none of which were rainforest habitat, which ranged as high as 95.7 kg/km2 in Ngorongoro, to support the 
contention that rainforests might hold one 30 kg leopard / km2. Myers cites to Schaller (1972) who estimated leopard 
density in Serengeti National Park as 1 / 22-26.5 km2 (equivalent of a very low leopard density of about 0.05 
leopards/km2). After considering other density estimates, Myers states, “the leopard seems able to maintain a density 
of 1 to 10 km2 in moderately suitable habitats, and 1 to 5 km2 in favourable ones, with perhaps even 1 to 1 km2 in 
exceptionally suitable conditions.” Id. at 18. 
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The 1980 proposed rule apparently relied on Eaton’s inaccurate characterizations of Myers’ study – for 
example: 
 

FWS Quoting Eaton’s Interpretation of Myers Myers’s Actual Text 
“The leopard in Kenya has a satisfactory status”  “leopard have declined in numbers and distribution in 

Kenya during the last decade.” 
“the leopard is satisfactory and probably abundant in 
Mozambique” 

Myers did not comment that the leopard was probably 
abundant in Mozambique. Myers noted that the leopard 
was depleted in some areas. 

“There may well be over 20,000 (leopards) in Rhodesia. 
The leopard has a satisfactory status in Rhodesia” 

“its numbers have been significantly reduced in the face 
of recent agricultural expansion.”  

“Overall in South Africa the present status should be 
rated between rare and satisfactory with present trends 
being stable." 

“Its stock-raisers have long tried to eliminate wild 
carnivores”; “the leopard in South Africa is officially 
classified as vermin”; “Numbers.... are disturbingly low, 
although the position is fairly stable”; “There are no 
grounds however for complacency, as the situation could 
easily become critical if any of the existing adverse 
factors were enhanced”; “Its numbers have long been 
thought to be very low.” 

“Myers says that leopards may have stabilized or 
increased recently in the Sudano-Guinean zone, 
including parts or portions of Sierra Leone, Guinea, 
Liberia, and northern Ivory Coast. In all of Sub-Saharan 
Africa, the West African region probably has the least 
satisfactory leopard populations; however, in much of 
the region it appears that the species' status is relatively 
satisfactory and probably does not deserve Endangered 
status except locally. Moreover, the regional trend may 
even be improving due to the encroachment of bush 
from overgrazing and burning, end or the drought in the 
Sahel portion, increased edge effect in forests from 
patchy agriculture and so on, all of which favor 
leopards.” 

Senegal: “Leopards are said to persist in much of 
Senegal, in fair though reduced numbers.” 
 
Mali: “The overall trend, as elsewhere in West Africa, 
points toward a gradual elimination of leopard in all but 
a very few rugged hill tracts.” 
 
Upper Volta: “The leopard is still widely found in Upper 
Volta. The leopard looks likely to decline steadily in 
distribution and status.” 
 
Niger: “Until recently, however, leopard stocks in Niger 
were moderately sound.” 
 
Chad: “Nothing better can be expected than very low 
densities.” 
 
CAR: “The leopard's status is fairly satisfactory.” 
 
Gambia: No leopard status information given. 
 
Guinea: “No recent information could be obtained about 
the status of leopard in Guinea.” 
 
Sierra Leone: No leopard status information given. 
 
Liberia: “The leopard is believed to be evenly 
distributed throughout the country, except 
in farming and mining areas.” 
 
Ivory coast: “Nothing was learned during the survey of 
the status of the leopard in Ivory 
Coast.” 
 
Ghana: “Asibey (1971) considers the leopard 
very rare in many areas; by the 1980s it may hardly 
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FWS Quoting Eaton’s Interpretation of Myers Myers’s Actual Text 
survive at all except in the most remote localities.” 
 
Togo and Dahomey: “No specific information was 
obtained during the Survey. 
 
Nigeria: No leopard status information given. 
 
Cameroon: “leopards are reported in fair numbers in the 
south-east and in scattered relict populations elsewhere.” 

 
Based on this alleged abundance, FWS concluded that “the leopard in Sub-Saharan Africa can hardly be 
in danger of extinction.” 45 Fed. Reg. at 19009.   
 
FWS did recognize that the loss of habitat to agricultural land conversion “could present a long-term 
threat to the leopard” and that poaching for the fur trade (especially in European countries that had not yet 
become party to CITES) continued to threaten the species, and expressed concern about the increasing use 
of poison and its impacts on scavengers like leopards. Id. at 19010. Thus, FWS proposed to list leopards 
in sub-Saharan Africa as Threatened, leaving in place ESA and CITES Appendix I permitting 
requirements for the import of leopard fur and other parts. However, at the apparent urging of the trophy 
hunting industry, FWS proposed to adopt a special rule eliminating the requirement for ESA permits for 
the import of leopard trophies from sub-Saharan Africa, asserting that “there may be cases in which 
permitting the importation of leopard trophies taken under a strictly controlled management program will 
benefit the species by giving it an economic value which would in turn stimulate conservation measures.” 
Id. FWS based this pro-trophy hunting position on an unpublished report from Teer and Swank (1977) 
containing interviews with wildlife officials in Kenya and Botswana who supported trophy hunting (but 
notably, Kenya prohibited trophy hunting in 1977 – prior to FWS’ reliance on the Teer and Swank report 
– and Botswana prohibited trophy hunting in 2014 (Stein et al. 2016)). 
 
Although the proposed special rule would not have required an ESA permit for the import of leopard 
trophies from sub-Saharan Africa, FWS stated that, “sport trophy imports into the United States will only 
be permitted when it is found to enhance the survival of the species.” 45 Fed. Reg. at 19010 (emphasis 
added). 
 
In 1982, FWS finalized the Threatened listing, but with a different geographic scope. 47 Fed. Reg. 4204 
(Jan. 28, 1982). The final rule listed as Threatened “leopard populations occurring to the south of a line 
running along the borders of” Gabon/Rio Muni, Gabon/Cameroon, Congo/Cameroon, Congo/Central 
African Republic, Zaire/Central African Republic, Zaire/Sudan, Uganda/Sudan, Kenya/Sudan, 
Kenya/Ethiopia, and Kenya/Somalia. Despite having acknowledged in 1980 that reclassification on a 
country-by-country basis would be “biologically unsound,” the Service narrowed this listing from the 
proposed sub-Saharan region to this “southern Africa”19 region after learning that Senegal, Liberia, and 
Ghana considered their leopard populations to be endangered and since that there was “less substantial 

                                                           
19 Notably, the 1982 final rule refers to the range of the listed entity as “southern Africa” – however, today, the 
phrase “southern Africa” commonly refers only to the southernmost region in sub-Saharan Africa, distinct from 
West, Central, and East Africa. This Petition will use the phrase “southern Africa” to refer to full range of the listed 
entity (Figure 5), even though that entity is neither scientifically nor geographically justifiable. 
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evidence” of leopard abundance from West Africa and the northern tier of countries in sub-Saharan 
Africa. Id. at 4207.  
 

 
Figure 5. Map of Africa with red line denoting the current scope of the final Threatened listing  
 
At the time, FWS had not yet adopted its policy regarding evaluation of distinct population segments 
(“DPS”) and did not explain whether or why it thought that leopards in southern Africa were both 
“distinct” and “significant” such that the region forms a listable entity (since the area does not coincide 
with the full range of the subspecies or species). See 61 Fed. Reg. 4722 (Feb. 7, 1996); 16 U.S.C. § 
1532(16). And today, twenty years since adopting the DPS policy, FWS still has not conducted an 
analysis of whether leopards in southern Africa can lawfully be listed as a DPS.  
 
In addition to the three sources relied on in the 1980 proposed rule (discussed above), the 1982 final rule 
relied on “The Leopard Panthera pardus and Cheetah Acinonyx jubatus in Kenya” by P.H. Hamilton 
(unpublished study financed by FWS). 46 Fed. Reg. 44960 (Sept. 8, 1981). Relying on information from 
Safari Club International (gathered from interviews with hunters, game wardens, field biologists, and 
local people, but not hard data), FWS said there were an “absolute minimum” of 186,034 in southern 
Africa. 47 Fed. Reg. at 4205. The FWS stated that it “is reasonable to believe that the absolute minimum 
figures have validity and that there are probably well over 180,000 leopards in the area under 
consideration” and points to the fact that the minimum figure of Eaton for Kenya corresponds with P.H. 
Hamilton’s minimum figure for that country. Id.  
 
The 1981 Hamilton report, also based on questionnaires and personal observations, asserted that despite a 
decline in Kenya’s leopard population since the 1960s, Hamilton believed that “a recovery of the leopard 
is underway in Kenya” and that “the lessons of Kenya are widely applicable.” 47 Fed. Reg. at 4206. 
Notably missing is any acknowledgment that this asserted recovery took place in the years following 
Kenya’s 1977 decision to prohibit trophy hunting of leopards. Further, as acknowledged – but not heeded 
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– in the final rule, even “Hamilton reports that leopards have declined generally in Kenya since the 
1960s” and Hamilton said that the virtual elimination of leopards from North Africa “should serve as a 
warning to any who believe that this species can always survive no matter what the impact of man.” 47 
Fed. Reg. at 4206.  
 
FWS stated that Hamilton “supports reclassification and controlled sport hunting of the species.” Id. 
According to FWS, Hamilton supported lifting the ban on the importation of leopard trophies because “it 
has not served any useful purpose. The number involved has been relatively small and the ban runs 
counter to the concept of giving the leopard monetary value that will help to justify its continued 
existence in Africa.” Id. This is not entirely surprising considering that Hamilton obtained his information 
by talking to 21 professional hunters. Id. at 4206. Unjustifiably, FWS characterized these biased sources 
(the professional hunters) as “the most valuable single source of information.” Id. at 4206.  
 
In the 1982 final rule, FWS continued to rely on the “expert opinion” of Eaton on the status of leopards in 
the relevant countries, even though FWS acknowledged that Hamilton “considers Eaton’s estimates and 
judgements as invalid”. Id. Further, FWS did not acknowledge that Eaton’s conclusions conflict with 
Myers’s conclusions in some cases, as noted above.  
 
Further demonstrating that this 1982 downlisting was not based on the best available science – as required 
by law – FWS conceded the “primary reason” that it changed the geographic scope of the downlisting 
was due to opposition from range States in the northern portion of the sub-Saharan region (i.e., Liberia, 
Senegal, and Sudan opposed the proposal, and Benin, Ethiopia, and Ghana reported that the leopard was 
endangered in those countries). Id. at 4207.  
 
Aside from this change in geographic scope and the addition of one report regarding population status in 
one country, the final rule does not include any new information regarding the threats to the species that 
was not included in the proposed rule. FWS acknowledged that “more than 90 percent” of the over 1,000 
comments received on the proposed rule opposed the Threatened listing and special rule (id. at 4208), yet 
it finalized the Threatened listing and adopted the proposed special rule to allow the import of leopard 
trophies without requiring an ESA permit. 
 
In relaxing its oversight of leopard trophy hunting, FWS baldly concluded that “Experts agree that the 
economic value that would develop for the species through sporthunting will encourage some of the 
countries [which may consider leopards as vermin] to develop management and conservation programs 
and will discourage indiscriminate killings by local landowners.” Id. at 4209.  Further, FWS stated that 
“hunting is already going on in Africa, and any increase caused by the participation of U.S. residents 
should not have significant adverse impacts.” Id. Both of these statements are entirely unsupported and 
baseless, further proving that the current leopard listing is based on a woefully outdated foundation that 
was not even valid at the time the listing was finalized.  
 
Thus, the 1982 listing for Panthera pardus cannot be said to be in compliance with the ESA’s mandate 
that listing decisions be made solely on the basis of the best available science. In finalizing the listing, 
FWS relied on biased sources, misrepresented material scientific conclusions, and patently conceded that 
the scope of the listing was based on political – and not biological – considerations.  The egregious flaws 
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in this listing are exacerbated by the decades that have passed without further review of the listing, the 
basis of which has been firmly rejected by a consensus of current leopard experts. Therefore, the current 
ESA protections for leopards in southern Africa are inadequate, endangering the entire species across a 
significant portion of its range. 
 

Leopard Listing Under CITES 
 
Panthera pardus has been listed on CITES Appendix I since the first meeting of the Conference of the 
Parties,20 a listing that became effective on 4 February 1977. Trade in specimens of species listed on 
Appendix I “must be subject to particularly strict regulation in order not to endanger further their survival 
and must only be authorized in exceptional circumstances.” CITES Art. II.21 Specimens of Appendix I 
species cannot be exported or imported unless authorized by permit by both exporting and importing 
countries. CITES Art. III.22 An import permit can be granted only if the specimen is not to be used in the 
importing country for primarily commercial purposes. CITES, Art. III.   
 
While Appendix I affords the highest level of protection under CITES, Panthera pardus does not enjoy 
the full extent of these protections, due to the unsustainable and not scientifically-based export quotas for 
hunting trophies and skins for personal purposes that are currently in place.  Leopard export quotas have 
been set by CITES Resolutions since 1983 (CITES Resolution Conf. 4.13,23 replaced today by Resolution 
Conf. 10.14 (Rev. CoP16)24,25 and FWS has long expressed support for this quota system.  See, e.g., Fed. 
Reg. Vol 59, Doc. No: 94-20050 (August 16, 1994).  
 
As detailed in this section, the Service’s implementation of the CITES and ESA listings for Panthera 
pardus is not based on science and fails to provide sufficient oversight of the trophy hunting industry to 
ensure that Americans are not contributing to unsustainable offtake of leopard populations, and therefore 
are not adequate regulatory mechanism to protect the species.  
 

FWS Regulations for Leopard Trophy Imports to the U.S. Are Inadequate 
 
In the 1982 rule finalizing the Threatened listing for southern African leopards under the ESA, FWS 
averred that even though no ESA import permit would be required for trophies, a CITES import permit 
for leopard trophies will only be issued if “it is determined that the country of origin for the trophy has a 
management program for the leopard, and can show that its populations can sustain a sport hunting 
harvest, and that sport hunting enhances the survival of the species.” 47 Fed. Reg. at 4205 (emphasis 
added).  
 

                                                           
20 CITES, Appendices I-II, available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/01/E01-Appendices.pdf.  
21 CITES, art. II, available at https://cites.org/eng/disc/text.php#II.  
22 CITES, art. III, available at https://cites.org/eng/disc/text.php#III.  
23 See Annex 1, CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-
23.pdf. 
24 CITES, CoP16 Conf. 10.4 (2002), available at https://cites.org/eng/res/10/10-14R16.php.  
25 See also CITES, CoP10 Doc. 10.42 (1997), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/10/doc/E10-
41to43.pdf.  

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/01/E01-Appendices.pdf
https://cites.org/eng/disc/text.php#II
https://cites.org/eng/disc/text.php#III
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf
https://cites.org/eng/res/10/10-14R16.php
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/10/doc/E10-41to43.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/10/doc/E10-41to43.pdf
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Further, the final rule provided that FWS will evaluate CITES import permit applications consistent with 
CITES Conference Report 2.11 [referring to then-valid Resolution Conf. 2.11], which – at that time – 
“indicate[d] that import permit decisions for sport-hunting trophies should be made on the basis of the 
following considerations: (1) Whether the importation will serve a purpose not-detrimental to the survival 
of the species; and (2) whether the killing of animals whose trophies are intended for import will enhance 
the survival of the species.” Id. (emphasis added).   
 
Moreover, FWS asserted that “very few leopard trophies will be imported into the United States” and that 
the “number is expected to be considerably less than the high of two hundred leopard trophy imports 
recorded in 1969.” 47 Fed. Reg. at 4211. The final rule stated that FWS had “reviewed the adequacy of 
the leopard conservation program in a specific case for Botswana and has determined in that case that the 
country currently meets the criteria.” Id. at 4205. 
 
However, since finalizing this regulation, FWS has not upheld these commitments, instead allowing well 
over 300 leopard trophy imports per year since 1999 and not conducting a rigorous analysis of whether 
the source country manages leopard populations in a way that enhances the survival of the species.  
Indeed, by its own admission, the Service’s practice does not include making enhancement findings for 
the import of African leopard trophies. 
 
While FWS regulations provide that hunting trophies26 can only be imported as personal items and cannot 
be sold after import, and that each hunter is limited to importing two leopards per calendar year, these 
limits are inadequate to protect leopards from unsustainable take by U.S. hunters seeking to import their 
body parts as trophies. See 65 Fed. Reg. 26664, 26679 (May 8, 2000); 72 Fed. Reg. 48402 (Aug. 23, 
2007); 50 C.F.R. §§ 23.55, 23.74. Indeed, on their face these regulations would allow for unlimited 
numbers of U.S. citizens to kill two leopards per year, a concept that is anathema to providing for the 
conservation of the species, as required by law. 16 U.S.C. § 1531(c)(1) (“It is further declared to be the 
policy of Congress that all Federal departments and agencies shall seek to conserve endangered species 
and threatened species and shall utilize their authorities in furtherance of” the conservation purpose of the 
ESA). 
 
Thus, in addition to the lack of scientific support for the original listing, the implementation of this listing 
is woefully inadequate to promote leopard conservation, endangering the survival of leopards in southern 
Africa. 
 

 FWS Is Not Applying the Enhancement Standard to Trophy Imports 
 
Although FWS committed in 1982 to only issue CITES import permits for leopard trophies after making 
an enhancement finding, 47 Fed. Reg. at 4205, the 1994 CITES Conference Report 2.11 [now known as 
Resolution Conf. 2.11] that FWS said it would use to evaluate the issuance of import permits was 
amended (based on a proposal from Namibia) to eliminate scientific scrutiny of trade in leopard parts, as 
indicated by the redline below: 
                                                           
26 FWS defines “sport-hunted trophy” as “a whole dead animal or a readily recognizable part or derivative of an 
animal” that, inter alia, “[w]as legally obtained by the hunter through hunting for his or her personal use.” 50 C.F.R. 
§ 23.74(b). 
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“CONSIDERING the need of uniform interpretation of the Convention with regard to 
hunting trophies;  
 
THE CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION RECOMMENDS 
 
a) that with the exception of the rare case of exemptions granted under paragraph 3 of 
Article VII of the Convention, trade in hunting trophies of animals of the species listed in 
Appendix I be permitted only in accordance with Article III, i.e. accompanied by import 
and export permits; 
 
b) that the scientific opinions under paragraphs 2 (a) and 3 (a) of Article III of the 
Convention cover the trade in dead specimens, too; 
 
c) that in order to achieve the envisaged double control (also in the scientific field) by the 
importing and the exporting country of the trade in Appendix−I specimens, the Scientific 
Authority have the possibility of comprehensive examination concerning the question of 
whether the importation is serving a purpose which is not detrimental to the survival of 
the species. This examination should, if possible, also cover the question of whether the 
killing of the animals whose trophies are intended for import would enhance the survival 
of the species;  
 
b) in order to achieve the envisaged complementary control of trade in Appendix-I 
species by the importing and exporting countries in the most effective and comprehensive 
manner, the Scientific Authority of the importing country accept the finding of the 
Scientific Authority of the exporting country that the exportation of the hunting trophy is 
not detrimental to the survival of the species, unless there are scientific or management 
data to indicate otherwise; 
… 

 
CITES Resolution Conf. 2.11, on Trade in Hunting Trophies of Species Listed in Appendix I (emphasis 
added).27 
 
The impact of these amendments was to eliminate the independent examination of detriment by the 
importing country, directing that “the importing country accept the finding of the Scientific Authority of 
the exporting country that the exportation of the hunting trophy is not detrimental to the survival of the 
species, unless there are scientific or management data to indicate otherwise.” Id. The amendment also 
eliminated the CITES requirement to make an enhancement finding. Therefore, the CITES protections 
that FWS relied on in relaxing ESA protections for southern African leopards have since been amended, 
necessitating a status review of the species and increased federal protections.  
 
Further, even though CITES Resolution Conf. 2.11 no longer required an enhancement finding after 
1994, the Service was nevertheless bound to its commitment from 1982 that it would apply the 
enhancement standard to leopard trophy imports, a duty that FWS has failed to meet. 
 
 

                                                           
27 Compare CITES, CoP9 Doc. 9.50 (1994), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/doc/E9-Doc-
50.pdf, with CITES, Com. 9.13 (Rev.), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/E9-in-session.pdf.  

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/doc/E9-Doc-50.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/doc/E9-Doc-50.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/E9-in-session.pdf
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 FWS Non-Detriment Advice Is Outdated and Not Scientifically Defensible 
 
The final rule listing certain sub-Saharan national leopard populations as Threatened was published on 
January 28, 1982 and became effective on March 1, 1982. In the final rule, FWS acknowledged that it had 
reviewed the adequacy of the leopard conservation program in Botswana and determined that the country 
meets the criteria for issuance of CITES import permits, but that it had not yet reviewed any other African 
range state’s leopard program. 47 Fed. Reg. at 4205. 
 
Shortly thereafter, on March 25, 1982 the FWS’s Office of the Scientific Authority sent a memorandum 
to wildlife authorities in relevant countries explaining the new Threatened status and how the FWS will 
determine, on a country-by-country basis, whether imports of leopard trophies will be for purposes that 
are not detrimental to the survival of the species (FWS 1982a). This memorandum states, “information 
now available to us is too incomplete for us to say with assurance that leopard trophy imports from any 
particular country can generally be approved under CITES” and states that the only countries that FWS 
might allow imports from were Botswana, Namibia, South Africa, Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe (Id. 
at 1). The memorandum lists the factors that the Scientific Authority will consider when advising on 
leopard trophy imports and states, “We will advise in favor of trophy imports from a particular country 
only when the best available information shows that sport-hunting of leopards can reasonably be expected 
to enhance the survival of the species in that country.” (Id. at 2). This memorandum makes clear that the 
FWS intended, at the time, to make findings of both non-detriment and enhancement, both of which were 
required by CITES at the time through the convention language and Resolution Conf. 2.11.  
 
Per this 1982 memorandum, the factors to be considered in evaluating imports were divided into four 
main issues:  

1) legal authority for sport-hunting (Does the country allow sport-hunting of leopards under 
national law or under laws of any smaller units of government (e.g., provinces or States)? Do any such 
laws provide sufficient authority to regulate the take of leopards? Is any such authority being exercised to 
effectively limit take? Is any take allowed by smaller units of government reviewed and coordinated at the 
national level?);  

2) take for other purposes (Does the country allow a commercial trade of leopards or allow the 
removal of leopards for livestock predator control? Is any such trade effectively regulated and 
monitored?);  

3) basis for limiting take (Does the country limit the quantity and spatial or seasonal distribution 
of the take of leopards? Are any such limits based on: Reliable information on leopard population trends 
and mortality estimates (including sport, commercial, predator control or other natural or man-caused 
mortality)? The relationship of leopard populations to available habitat? The goal of managing leopards to 
sustain their populations?); and  

4) controls on the taking and trading in leopards (Does the country maintain a licensing system 
for persons who take or process leopards or parts thereof? Is there a standardized, mandatory system 
under which all lawfully taken leopards are tagged or otherwise made reliably identifiable? Does any such 
marking system effectively prohibit the transport, in any way, of marked leopards or parts thereof? Does a 
standardized, mandatory export permit system exist? If so, is the export permit system linked directly to 
the standardized marking system, and is approval required from the country of import before permits are 
issued? Is the country of export a Party to CITES?). (Id. at 2, 3).  
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If provided, answers to these questions would allow the FWS to determine if sport-hunting of leopards 
could reasonably be expected to be both not-detrimental to, and to enhance, the survival of the species in 
that country. 
 
Only 2.5 months later, on June 10, 1982, the FWS Office of the Scientific Authority issued a 
memorandum to the FWS Federal Wildlife Permit Office advising that the import of leopard hunting 
trophies taken from Botswana, Tanzania, Zambia, Zimbabwe, or the Transvaal region in South Africa28 
after July 1, 197529 will not be detrimental to the survival of the species (FWS 1982b). FWS found that 
each of these countries, or in the case of South Africa, a portion of the country, “(a) has laws under which 
the regulated sport-hunting of leopards is allowed, (b) limits the quantity, or spatial or seasonal 
distribution of the take of leopards, (c) bases these limits on the goal of managing leopards to sustain their 
populations, (d) maintains a licensing system for persons who take or process leopards (except in South 
Africa), and (e) implements a permitting system to regulate trade in accordance with CITES.” Id.  At the 
same time, FWS noted that (1) leopard hunting was not allowed in Angola, Burundi, Gabon, Kenya, 
Lesotho, Malawi, Rwanda, Swaziland, and Uganda,  (2) FWS did not have enough information to advise 
on Namibia, and (3) the “available information indicates that it would not be appropriate to allow leopard 
trophy imports from Congo, Mozambique, or Zaire.” Id. 
 
It is unclear what information FWS used to draw these conclusions in its non-detriment advice. However, 
recent events and information call into question whether any of the approved countries had at the time, or 
even have today, science-based wildlife management in place that uses reliable information on leopard 
population trends and that takes into account mortality from all sources, including sport, commercial, 
predator control or other natural or man-caused mortality. For example, South Africa banned the export of 
leopard trophies during 2016 after the South Africa Department of Environmental Affairs advised that it 
could not make a non-detriment finding for such exports due to: “no rigorous estimate for the size of the 
South African leopard population, nor reliable estimates of leopard population trends at national or 
provincial scales”; “excessive offtakes”; “poorly managed trophy hunting”; “almost no reliable estimates 
for the extend of illegal off-take of leopards, though data from a few intensive studies in South Africa 
suggest that levels of illegal off-take exceed levels of legal off-take”; national and provincial trophy 
hunting quotas are “arbitrary, based on speculative population estimates”; and “harvests of leopards is not 
managed consistently throughout the country; some provinces implement effective controls, others do not. 
Legal off-takes are poorly documented in many provinces. There is an urgent need for a coordinated 
national strategy which provides standardized guidelines to all provinces for the management of leopards” 
(South Africa Department of Environmental Affairs 2015, p. 16). The Department concludes, “legal local 
and international trade in live animals and the export of hunting trophies at present poses a high risk to the 
survival of this species in South Africa.” This has most likely been the case since at least 1982 when the 
FWS approved imports from South Africa. 
                                                           
28 Transvaal was a province of South Africa from 1910 until the end of apartheid in 1994, when a new constitution 
subdivided it and it was succeeded by the provinces of Gauteng, Limpopo, Mpumalanga and the eastern part of 
North West province.  See Edgar Sanderson, Great Britain in Africa: The History of Colonial Expansion, 149 
(Simon Publications LLC 2001). 
29 Thus, in another example of how this listing was designed to cater to the trophy hunting industry, FWS 
grandfathered in trophies of leopards killed in the previous seven years when trophy imports were banned due to the 
Endangered status of the leopard. 
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Furthermore, according to South Africa, “recent research suggests that trophy hunting may be 
unsustainable in Limpopo, KwaZulu-Natal and possibly North West [provinces]” – yet the Limpopo and 
North West provinces were once part of the Transvaal region in South Africa from which FWS approved 
imports. It is deeply concerning that, although this information has been available publicly for nearly a 
year (it was published on September 10, 2015), the FWS has not rescinded its 1982 approval of imports 
from the Transvaal region in South Africa. 
 
While we do not have information provided to FWS by the aforementioned countries approved for 
imports, in an undated letter to the FWS Office of Scientific Authority from Namibia’s (then called South 
West Africa) Department of Agriculture and Nature Conservation (apparently sent in response to the 
letter from FWS to leopard range states), Namibia explains that exports of leopard trophies had been 
prohibited by legislation since July 15, 1977 and trophy hunting of leopards was not allowed (South West 
Africa undated). Based on a survey of farmers, there were an estimated 3,000 leopards in the country; in 
1980, 123 leopards were killed by farmers to protect their livestock; in 1981, 201 were killed for this 
purpose. The letter also explained that the South West Africa Hunter’s and Guides’ Association recently 
petitioned the government to allow leopard hunting, and this is evidence that the Service’s decision to 
downlist African leopards to facilitate trophy hunting by Americans also encouraged foreign countries 
like Namibia to permit leopard trophy hunting.  
 
Namibia approved the petition and opened leopard hunting under certain conditions for two hunting 
seasons beginning February 1, 1983. The conditions included: landowners must apply to the Department 
of Nature Conservation to qualify as potential trophy hunting ranches; smaller farms (< 5,000 ha.) would 
be allocated one leopard hunt per year, and larger farms two hunts per year; each trophy would be tagged 
with a metal tag bearing a unique number and the Department’s emblem; dogs, horses, and bait may be 
used for hunting leopard but leopards may not be caged, trapped or confined for the purpose of trophy 
hunting; if it is found that the number of leopards killed for trophy plus the number killed for protection 
of livestock exceeds the number killed yearly in the past just for the protection of livestock, then trophy 
hunting would be stopped immediately; and farms would be inspected for leopard occurrence before 
hunting permits are issued. The letter said that the Department will keep records of permits issued, 
successful hunts, and measurements of trophies; no permits will be issued for export of leopard trophies 
killed before February 1, 1983; and all revenue received from trophy hunting will be deposited with the 
treasury which allocates money for research.  
 
However, notably absent from these conditions is the establishment of a science-based wildlife 
management program that uses reliable information on leopard population trends and that takes into 
account mortality from all sources, including sport, commercial, predator control or other natural or man-
caused mortality. The establishment of an annual quota of one leopard for small farms and two for large 
farms is completely arbitrary and is not based on knowledge of the leopard population in the area. The 
requirement that the number of leopards hunted legally must not out-number the number of leopards 
killed in previous years for stock protection is not science-based management: there is no information to 
allow the conclusion that offtakes for stock protection were biologically sustainable. 
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Nonetheless, on March 10, 1983, FWS issued an internal memorandum advising that the import of 
leopard trophies taken in Namibia on or after February 1, 1983 will be for purposes that are not 
detrimental to the survival of the species, referring back to the rationale included in the 1982 
memorandum (FWS 1983). This memorandum provides no rationale for the decision or any comment on 
the information provided by Namibia. 
 
These 1982 and 1983 non-detriment advice memoranda are completely outdated and scientifically 
indefensible today and cannot be said to qualify as adequate conservation measures. Pursuant to these 
internal memoranda – and in direct conflict with the commitments it made in the 1982 listing rule – FWS 
authorized the import of up to 657 leopard trophies per year from 1980 through 2014 (Figure 2). See 71 
Fed. Reg. 20168, 20208 (April 19, 2006) (“From 2001 to 2003, there were between … 420 and 450 
leopard trophies imported into the United States annually.”); see Section IV(B), supra. 
 
Then in September 2015 – in direct conflict with the decision it made in 1982 – FWS issued another 
internal memorandum, advising that the import of leopard trophies from Mozambique during calendar 
year 2015 will be for purposes that are not detrimental to the survival of the species. FWS, Non-
Detriment Advice (Sept. 28, 2015) (“FWS 2015”). In that memorandum, FWS concedes that “there are no 
reliable, widely-accepted, continent-wide estimates of leopard population sizes in Africa” (id. at ¶ 9) and 
that “the impact of trophy hunting on leopard populations is unclear, but this activity may have negative 
impacts at the demographic and population levels, especially when females are shot and any dependent 
off-spring also perish” (id. at ¶ 13). There is no evidence that this advice has been reviewed or renewed 
for calendar year 2016, but there are critical flaws in this non-detriment advice. 
 
First, the 2015 Mozambique non-detriment advice astoundingly relies on the findings of Martin and de 
Meulenaer (1988), asserting that the current population size of the leopard in Africa is more than 714,000. 
As detailed below, this report’s methodology has been completely discredited, and the best available 
science makes clear that there are nowhere near this many African leopards left today.  While FWS 
acknowledged some criticism, it wrongly concluded that the Martin and de Meulenaer (1988) findings 
“are still largely valid today.” FWS, Non-Detriment Advice (Sept. 28, 2015) (“FWS 2015”).   
 
The FWS further stated, without identifying the source of the information, that, “Leopard densities vary 
from 1-30 individuals per 100 km2 according to habitat, prey availability, and degree of threat. The lowest 
densities correspond to arid areas (for example, 1.25 adults per 100 km2 in arid areas in South Africa), 
while the highest leopard densities correspond to mesic woodland savannas that occur in protected areas 
in East and South Africa (for example, 30.3 individuals per 100 km2 in riparian areas with high prey 
density).”  However, this general information is misleading and instead the FWS should have considered 
readily available information specific to Mozambique – for example, a 2008-2010 study in Niassa 
National Reserve, Mozambique, using camera traps found that leopard density was 2.18 – 12.65 
leopard/100 km2 (Jorge 2012), much lower than the 30.3 cited by FWS. Furhter, a more recent study 
using camera traps in Xonghile Game Reserve, a protected area in Mozambique, found leopard density to 
be only 1.53 leopard/100km2 (Strampelli 2015); the author also studied leopards in another area, Limpopo 
National Park, and although he was not able to estimate leopard density there, he thought it would be on 
par with, or less than, that in Xonghile.  
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The FWS stated, “The impact of trophy hunting on leopard populations is unclear, but this activity may 
have negative impacts at the demographic and population levels, especially when females are shot and 
any dependent off-spring also perish (Barnett and Patterson 2005; Caro et al. 2009; Daly et al. 2005); 
Lindsey et al. 2007; Packer et al. 2009). An additional matter of potential concern is that female leopards 
have been taken as trophies despite national regulations that specify male-only harvests (e.g., Tanzania; 
Spong et al. 2000).” But according to Jorge (2012), females are not allowed to be trophy hunted in Niassa 
National Reserve, Mozambique; however, offtake for trophy hunting combined with illegal offtake 
resulted in an unsustainable overall offtake. The Service’s failure to take this readily available 
information into account was arbitrary and capricious.  
 
Further, in 2007, Mozambique successfully proposed to double its leopard CITES export quota from 60 to 
120. The U.S. preliminary negotiating position was to oppose this proposal, a fact not mentioned in the 
2015 Mozambique non-detriment advice, and the U.S. ultimately supported the proposal.   
 
The 2015 FWS Mozambique memo outlines the claims made in Mozambique’s 2007 CITES proposal 
including: “little research had been conducted into the status, distribution, or ecology of the leopard in 
Mozambique” but the proposal indicated that, based on Martin and de Meulenaer (1988) the leopard 
population was 37,542; a harvest rate of 5% is 1,779; three field studies characterized the leopard 
population as “widely distributed” and “common” (citing to Smithers and Tello 1976; Tello 1986; and 
Begg and Begg 2004); 82% of Mozambique is suitable leopard habitat that could support 3-10 leopards 
per 100km2 (according to Mozambique’s 2007 CITES proposal); Mozambique’s protected areas comprise 
130,537km2 and 90% of these areas have good or prime leopard habitat (id); even if Mozambique’s 
leopard population is 50% of that estimated by Martin and de Meulenaer (1988) or 20,000, this 
population size could sustain an annual harvest of 1000; therefore, according to Mozambique’s proposal, 
the population estimated suggest that there is scope for increase in annual offtake without any danger of 
significant threat to the species.  But even at the time this memorandum was issued, the Martin and de 
Meulenaer (2008) report had already been completely discredited and it was arbitrary for the Service to 
rely on that information in issuing its non-detriment advice.  
 
The DSA acknowledges that Mozambique is a Category 3 country under the CITES national legislation 
project, meaning that “legislation does not meet the requirements for implementing CITES” and that the 
country is identified as in need of “priority attention”. Indeed, in 2014, the Environmental Investigation 
Agency and the International Rhino Foundation  (EIA and IRF) submitted a petition to the U.S. 
government to have Mozambique certified under the Pelly Amendment for diminishing the effectiveness 
of CITES (Environmental Investigation Agency and International Rhino Foundation 2014). This petition, 
which focusses on poaching and trafficking in elephants and rhinos, states, “Mozambique has failed to 
adopt adequate CITES implementing legislation, lacks adequate penalties to deter poaching and illegal 
trade and suffers from rampant corruption.” (Id. at 1). DSA notes several recent developments such as the 
passage of a new law designed to reduce poaching and illegal wildlife trade and the development of a 
“national rhino and ivory plan.” However, EIA and IRF state that, while the new law is a step in the right 
direction, it’s not clear to what extent it will systemically improve CITES implementation. (Id. at 15). 
DSA also notes that “government corruption remains a serious problem.” The EIA and IRF petition 
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documents rampant corruption in the wildlife sector. Transparency International gives Mozambique a 
score of 31 out of 100, with 0 being highly corrupt.30 
 
In conclusion, DSA wrongly states that Mozambique has improved its CITES implementation in recent 
years; that the leopard population of Mozambique is sufficiently large enough to support sport-hunting 
quotas, despite relying the outdated and discredited figures by Martin and de Meulenaer (1988); and there 
are potential benefits to leopards deriving from concessionaires’ management activities in Mozambique 
with regard to this species, despite the existence of evidence that offtake for trophy hunting and illegal 
offtake combined are not sustainable in Niassa Game Reserve, Mozambique. On this last point, the DSA 
notes that sport hunting in Mozambique is subject to a “Strategic Plan for the Development of Tourism in 
Mozambique (2004-2013)”31 which “incorporates economic incentives to communities and the private 
sector through increased income and employment opportunities via leopard sport hunting”; however, the 
Plan offers no details on how hunting will be managed and regulated to ensure that it is not detrimental to 
the survival of the species. 
 
Finally, the Mozambique non-detriment advice fails to take into consideration multiple relevant leopard 
studies that were available prior to September 2015: 
 

 Braczkowski, A.R., Balme, G.A., Dickman, A., Macdonald, D.W., Johnson, P.J., Lindsey, P.A. 
and Hunter, L.T.B. 2015a. Rosettes, Remingtons and Reputation: Establishing potential 
determinants of leopard (Panthera pardus) trophy prices across Africa. African Journal of 
Wildlife Research 45(2): 158–168. 

 Braczkowski, A.R., Balme, G.A., Dickman, A., Macdonald, D.W., Fattebert, J., Dickerson, T., 
Johnson, P. and Hunter, L. 2015b. Who bites the bullet first? The susceptibility of leopards 
Panthera pardus to trophy hunting. PloS one, 10(4): e0123100. 

 
 Du Preez, B.D., Loveridge, A.J. and Macdonald, D.W. 2014. To bait or not to bait: A comparison 

of camera-trapping methods for estimating leopard Panthera pardus density. Biological 
Conservation 176: 153-161. 

 
 Grey, J.C. 2011. Leopard population dynamics, trophy hunting and conservation in the 

Soutpansberg Mountains, South Africa. Doctoral thesis. Durham University, Old Elvet, Durham, 
South Africa. 

 
 Henschel, P. 2008. The conservation biology of the leopard Panthera pardus in Gabon: Status, 

threats and strategies for conservation. Dissertation zur Erlangung des Doktorgrades der 
Mathematisch-Naturwissenschaftlichen Fakultäten der Georg-August-Universität zu Göttingen, 
available at http://d-nb.info/99732676X/34. 

 
                                                           
30 Transparency International, Corruption by Country: Mozambique, available at 
https://www.transparency.org/country/#MOZ (last visited Jul. 20, 2016). 
31 Republic of Mozambique Ministory of Tourism, Strategic Plan for the Development of Tourism in Mozambique 
(2004 – 2013), Volume I (Feb. 2004), available at 
http://www.tartarugabay.com/Mozambique%20Tourism%20Strategic%20Plan.pdf.  

http://d-nb.info/99732676X/34
https://www.transparency.org/country/#MOZ
http://www.tartarugabay.com/Mozambique%20Tourism%20Strategic%20Plan.pdf
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 Henschel, P. 2010. The status of the leopard in Gabon and lessons learned for leopard research 
and management in W/C Africa. Powerpoint presentation. Large Carnivore Workshop, 3-4 
November 2010, available at http://www.largecarnivoresafrica.com/wp-content/uploads/philiph-
henschel2.pdf.  

 
 Jackson, P., Bell, R., Borner, M., Bothma, J.du P., Caughley, G., Hestbeck, J.B., Leyhausen, P., 

Mendelssohn, H., Norton, P.M., Ranjitsinh, M.K., Shoemaker, A.H., Singh, A., Swank, W., 
Walker, C., Wilson, V.J. and Martin, R.B. 1989.  A review by leopard specialists of The Status of 
Leopard in Sub-Saharan Africa by Martin and de Meulenaer. Information document No. 3 
submitted to the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to CITES (Lausanne, 1989). 

 
 Jorge, A.A. 2012. The sustainability of leopard Panthera pardus sport hunting in Niassa National 

Reserve, Mozambique. Master’s thesis. School of Life Sciences, University of KwaZulu-Natal, 
Westville, South Africa. March 2012. 

 
 Palazy L., Bonenfant C., Gaillard J-M, and Courchamp F. 2011. Cat Dilemma: Too Protected To 

Escape Trophy Hunting? PloS one 6(7): e22424. 
 

 Pinnock, D. 2016. South Africa bans leopard trophy hunting for 2016. Africa Geographic blog, 
25 January 2016. 

 
 South Africa Department of Environmental Affairs. 2015. Non-detriment Findings. Government 

Gazette No. 39185, 10 September 2015, Department of Environmental Affairs Notice 897 of 
2015. 

 
 Swanepoel, L.H., Somers, M.J. and Dalerum, F. 2015. Functional responses of retaliatory killing 

versus recreational sport hunting of leopards in South Africa. PloS one 10(4): e0125539. 
 
Therefore, this non-detriment advice – which relies on thoroughly discredited and outdated science and 
ignores the non-existence of a leopard management plan in Mozambique – is arbitrary, capricious, and a 
completely inadequate regulatory mechanism to protect the species from overexploitation. 
 
Given that 2016 has seen the publication of the most comprehensive study on the status of this species 
(Jacobson et al. 2016a), as well as an updated IUCN assessment of the species (Stein et al. 2016), none of 
the three non-detriment advice memoranda can be said to be based on the best available science.  Thus, 
current U.S. CITES regulations for leopards are insufficient to ensure that the U.S. impacts on this species 
are not detrimental, as required by law. 
 

CITES Export Quotas Are Not Based on Science 
 
Currently, CITES has established export quotas for twelve African countries for leopard skins traded for 
personal and hunting trophy purposes, totalling 2,648 leopard skins per year (CITES Resolution Conf. 
10.14 (Rev. CoP16)) (see Table 5). Notably, two of these countries – Central African Republic and 

http://www.largecarnivoresafrica.com/wp-content/uploads/philiph-henschel2.pdf
http://www.largecarnivoresafrica.com/wp-content/uploads/philiph-henschel2.pdf
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Ethiopia – have populations that FWS recognizes are Endangered, highlighting the lack of scientific basis 
for these quotas. 

Table 5: CITES African leopard export quotas 1983-2016. 
Countries Quota 

1983 
Quota 
1985 

Quota 
1987 

Quota 
1989 

Quota 
1992 

Quota 
1994 - 
2001 

Quota 
2002 

Quota 
2004 

Quota 
2007 - 
2016 

Botswana 80 80 80 100 100 130 130 130 130 
Central 
African 
Republic 

0 0 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 

Ethiopia 0 0 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 
Kenya 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 
Malawi 20 20 20 20 50 50 50 50 50 
Mozambique 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 120 
Namibia 0 0 0 0 100 100 100 250 250 
South Africa 0 0 0 50 75 75 75 150 150 
Uganda 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 
United 
Republic of 
Tanzania 

60 250 250 250 250 250 500 500 500 

Zambia 80 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 
Zimbabwe 80 350 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 
Total 460 1140 1830 1900 2055 2085 2335 2560 2648 
Sources: CITES CoP5 Doc. 5.23, CITES CoP6 Doc. 6.27, CITES CoP7 Doc. 7.28, CITES Cop8 Doc. 8.20, CITES 
Resolution Conf. 8.10 and 8.10 (Rev.), CITES CoP9 Doc. 9.26, CITES CoP10 Doc. 10.42, CITES Resolution Conf. 10.4 
and 10.4 (Rev. CoP13), CITES CoP12 Doc. 12.23.1, CITES CoP13 Com. 1 Rep. 1 (Rev. 1), CITES CoP13 Plen. 4, 
CITES CoP14 Com. 1.6, CITES CoP14 Plen. 4, and CITES Resolution Conf. 10.14 (Rev. CoP16). 

 
CITES export quotas have grown substantially since the U.S. downlisted certain populations of sub-
Saharan African leopards (Table 5). The total number of leopards that can be exported annually rose five-
fold from 460 in 1983 to 2,648 in 2016; and the number of countries with export quotas rose from seven 
in 1983 to twelve in 2016.  

However, these quotas have no scientific basis and are not routinely reviewed to ensure that are not 
detrimental to the survival of the species. Indeed, the basis for the original and subsequent CITES export 
quotas for leopards is a model by Martin and de Meulenaer (1988) that has been dismissed by modern 
leopard scientists – as discussed further below – as over-simplified since it was based on a correlation 
between rainfall and leopard numbers in savannah habitats of East Africa and used to predict leopard 
numbers across their entire sub-Saharan Africa range (Braczkowski et al. 2015b). Martin and de 
Meulenar’s model was reviewed by specialists from the IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group and was rejected 
because the methodology used was highly flawed resulting in exaggerated and inaccurate population 
figures (Jackson et al. 1989, Balme et al. 2010, Grey 2011). Yet, the model remains as the sole basis for 
the existing CITES leopard export quotas. 
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Botswana:  

Botswana was one of the first countries to receive a CITES-approved leopard export quota in 
1983, of 80 animals;32 the working documents discussed at the 1983 meeting are not readily available, so 
it is not possible to evaluate the information used by the Parties when approving this quota. The quota 
was increased in 1987 to 100,33 and then increased again in 1994 (effective in 1995) to 130, the latter with 
the support of the U.S.34  Demonstrating the lack of an effective system to evaluate proposals to increase 
CITES leopard export quotas, the two most recent increases occurred without Botswana providing a 
supporting statement; there was no written proposal submitted for consideration by the Parties; Botswana 
simply requested the increases and the CITES Parties granted the request. Botswana then banned all 
trophy hunting, including of leopard, beginning in 2014 (Stein et al. 2016) due to declining wildlife 
populations, according to the Ministry of Wildlife, Environment and Tourism.35 It is worth noting that 
1987 is when the draft report of Martin and de Meulenaer (1987) was also presented to the Parties and 
this report was apparently used to establish or increase a number of CITES leopard quotas, including that 
of Botswana, where the authors estimated the population to be 7,729. (Id. at 647). However, in 1992, 
Botswana (and Malawi, Namibia, Zambia and Zimbabwe) proposed to transfer its population to CITES 
Appendix II with an export quota of 100; this proposal, which was not approved, estimated Botswana’s 
leopard population to be 5,822 animals.   

Central African Republic:  

Central African Republic received a CITES leopard export quota in 1987, for 40 animals,36 and 
this has remained the same until today. The supporting statement by Central African Republic in which 
this quota was requested did not provide a population estimate, explain how the figure of 40 was derived, 
or any provide other information about how they would ensure this offtake would not detrimental to the 
survival of the leopard.37 Nonetheless, the CITES Parties approved the quota. It is worth noting that 1987 
is when the draft report of Martin and de Meulenaer (1987) was presented to the Parties and this report 
was apparently used to establish or increase a number of CITES leopard quotas, including that of Central 
African Republic, where the authors estimated the population to be 41,546. (Id. at 647). 

Ethiopia:  

Ethiopia received a CITES leopard export quota in 1987 of 500.38  However, there is no record of 
Ethiopia having submitted a supporting statement to the meeting where this quota was established.39 No 
summary record of this meeting is readily available to the public. However, 1987 is when the draft report 
of Martin and de Meulenaer (1987) was presented to the Parties and this report was apparently used to 
establish or increase a number of CITES leopard quotas, including that of Ethiopia, where the authors 

                                                           
32 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 414 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf.  
33 CITES, CoP8 Doc. 8.20, p. 1 (1992), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/doc/E-20.pdf.  
34 CITES, CoP9 Com. I Summary Report, p. 172 (1994), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/E9-ComI.pdf. 
35 Press Release, Hunting Ban in Botswana, Message from Permanent Secretary (August 20, 2013), available at 
https://www.facebook.com/permalink.php?story_fbid=500849569997706&id=148228411926492. 
36 CITES, CoP7 Doc. 7.28, p. 791 (1989), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/07/doc/E07-28.pdf. 
37 CITES, CoP6 Doc. 6.28, p. 671 (1987), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-28.pdf. 
38 CITES, CoP7 Doc. 7.28, p. 791 (1989), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/07/doc/E07-28.pdf.  
39 CITES, CoP6 Doc. 6.1 (1987), available at https://cites.org/eng/cop/06/doc/index.php. 

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf
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https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/E9-ComI.pdf
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https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/07/doc/E07-28.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-28.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/07/doc/E07-28.pdf
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estimated the population to be 9,782. (Id. at 647). Therefore, the export quota would allow the offtake of 
5.1% of the population annually, which is wholly unsustainable. 

Kenya:  

Kenya was one of the first countries to receive a CITES leopard export quota in 1983, of 80;40 the 
working documents discussed at the 1983 meeting are not readily available to facilitate the evaluation of 
the information used by the Parties when approving this quota. This quota has remained unchanged from 
1983 to the present, although Kenya banned trophy hunting in 1977 (further demonstrating that the 
CITES export quotas are not based on the best available information). 

Malawi:  

Malawi was one of the first countries to receive a CITES leopard export quota in 1983, of 20 
animals;41 the working documents discussed at the 1983 meeting are not readily available to facilitate 
evaluation of the information used by the Parties when approving this quota. The quota was increased to 
50 in 199242 when Malawi (and Botswana, Namibia, Zambia and Zimbabwe) proposed to transfer its 
population to CITES Appendix II with an export quota of 50; this proposal estimated Malawi’s leopard 
population to be only 541 animals;43 this means that the offtake for international trade could comprise as 
much as 9.2% of the population annually which is well beyond the reproductive capacity of the species. 
Nonetheless, while the Parties did not approve the proposed transfer, they did approve the increased 
export quota.  

Mozambique:  
 

Mozambique was one of the first countries to receive a CITES leopard export quota in 1983, of 
60 animals;44 the working documents discussed at the 1983 meeting are not readily available to facilitate 
evaluation of the information used by the Parties when approving this quota. In 2007, Mozambique 
proposed to the CITES Parties to increase their annual leopard export quota from 60 to 120.45 The 
proposal cited the Martin and de Meulenaer (2008) estimate of 37,542 leopards in Mozambique in 
justifying the quota increase. (Id. at 2). The FWS stated that their tentative U.S. negotiating position was 
to oppose this proposal (FWS 2007): 

 
“In this document, Mozambique proposes to increase its export quota for leopard hunting trophies 
and skins for personal use from 60 to 120. The United States, as reflected in the document we 
submitted for CoP12 on establishing scientifically based quotas, and in accordance with 
Resolution Conf. 9.21 (Rev. CoP13), which calls for establishment of a scientific basis for 
proposed quotas, is very interested in ensuring that annual export quotas are established on strong 

                                                           
40 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 414 (1985), available at  https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-
23.pdf. 
41 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 414 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf. 
42 CITES, CoP8 Resolutions Adopted, p. 26 (1992), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/E-
Resolutions.pdf. 
43 CITES, CoP8, Amendments to Appendices (1992), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF. 
44 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 414 (1985), available at  https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-
23.pdf. 
45 CITES, CoP14 Doc. 14.37.1 (2007), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/doc/E14-37-1.pdf. 
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biological data. Mozambique's request does not provide enough biological information about the 
population of leopards or their prey in Mozambique to determine whether the population can be 
sustained under the proposed quota figure.” 

 
However, the U.S. opposition to this proposal was not noted for the record and the proposal was 
accepted.46 Israel opposed the proposal due to lack of scientific rigor and that there was little recent 
information on population status, distribution and ecology.47 
 
Namibia:  

In 1992, Namibia (and Botswana, Malawi, Zambia and Zimbabwe) proposed to transfer its 
leopard population to CITES Appendix II with an export quota of 100.48 The CITES Parties did not 
approve the change in status but did approve the quota. This quota was increased in 2004 to 250 based on 
a population estimated by Martin and de Meulenaer (1988) of 7,745 (which, it was said, could support a 
“safe harvest” of 332 animals,49 or 4.2% of the population annually). The U.S. expressed support for this 
increased quota.50 

South Africa:  

South Africa was first granted a CITES leopard export quota in 1989, of 50 animals;51 the 
working documents discussed at this meeting are not readily available to facilitate evaluation of the 
information used by the Parties when approving this quota. However, according to Grey (2011) the 
proposal was based on a 1.5% offtake of the 23,472 leopards estimated to be in South Africa according to 
Martin and de Meulenaer (1988).  South Africa’s quota was increased to 75 in 199252 based on a verbal 
request from the country during a CITES meeting and with no documentation or reasoning provided. 
Then South Africa’s quota was increased from 75 to 150 in 2004 based on information in a document 
submitted by the country that did not provide a population estimate but claimed that the leopard 
population was increasing;53 the U.S. supported the increased quota despite the poor science.54  

The increase in the CITES quota for South Africa meant that the number of permits issued in 
Limpopo Province of South Africa, where most leopard trophy hunting occurs, increased from 35 to 50 in 
2006 even though there were no accurate population data for leopards in the province and no assessments 
                                                           
46 CITES, CoP14 Com. I Rep. 2 (Rev. 1) (2007), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-
Com-I-Rep-02.pdf ; CITES CoP14 Plen. 4 (Rev. 2) (2007), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-Plen-4.pdf. 
47 CITES, CoP14 Com. I Rep. 2 (Rev. 1), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-Com-I-
Rep-02.pdf 
48 CITES, CoP 8 Amendments to Appendices (1992), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF. 
49 CITES, CoP13 Doc. 19.1, p. 2 (2004), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/doc/E13-19-
1.pdf. 
50 CITES, CoP13 Com. 1 Rep. 1 (Rev. 1), p. 1 (2004), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/rep/E13-ComIRep1.pdf. 
51 CITES, CoP8 Doc. 8.20, p. 1 (1992), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/doc/E-20.pdf. 
52 CITES, CoP8 Doc. 8.45.1, p. 1 (1992), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/doc/E-45-
45_1.pdf  
53 CITES, CoP 13 Doc. 19.2 (2004), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/doc/E13-19-2.pdf. 
54 CITES, CoP13 Com. 1 Rep. 1 (Rev. 1), p. 1 (2004), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/rep/E13-ComIRep1.pdf. 
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were undertaken to determine whether offtake is sustainable (Grey 2011). However, Pitman et al. (2015) 
found that, in Limpopo Province, legal leopard offtake for trophy hunting and as problem animals 
combined was not sustainable. In 2015, the South Africa Department of Environmental Affairs similarly 
concluded that: national and provincial leopard hunting quotas are arbitrary; there is no rigorous estimate 
of the leopard population size, nor are there reliable estimates of trends at the national or provincial level; 
poorly managed trophy hunting and excessive offtakes were major threats; trophy hunting is poorly 
managed and not effectively controlled in many areas, and is not managed consistently throughout the 
country; and there are indications that trophy hunting is unsustainable in several provinces due to 
excessive hunting quotas, focused hunting efforts, and the additive impact of leopard poaching and 
problem animal control (South Africa Department of Environmental Affairs 2015). The Department 
concluded that export of hunting trophies poses a high risk to the survival of the species in South Africa 
(South Africa Department of Environmental Affairs 2015), and announced that it would suspend issuance 
of leopard export permits for 2016 (Pinnock 2016). 

Uganda:  
 

In 2007, Uganda proposed to the CITES Parties to transfer its population from CITES Appendix I 
to II, with an annual export quota of 50 of skins for personal purposes and trophies.55 The proposal 
contained no information on the size or trend of the leopard population in Uganda, and provided no 
scientific basis for the quota of 50, although it did cite the Martin and de Meulenaer (1988) estimate of 
700,000 leopards in Africa. (Id. at 2).  The FWS stated that their tentative U.S. negotiating position was to 
oppose this proposal to transfer the population to Appendix II and to oppose the export quota of 50 
leopards per year (FWS 2007): 
 

“The proposal is not written in accordance with the format for proposals to amend the 
Appendices as per Annex 6 to Resolution Conf. 9.24 (Rev. CoP13). As a result, it does not 
demonstrate that the population in Uganda no longer meets the biological criteria for inclusion in 
Appendix I or which precautionary measure will be in place. The CITES Secretariat has 
suggested that Uganda request consideration of this proposal under agenda item 37 (Appendix-I 
species subject to export quotas) rather than item 68 (Proposals to amend the Appendices). 

“Uganda asserts that the proposed export quota of 50 leopards per year is a precautionary figure 
that will account for both animal control and sport hunting. The United States, as reflected in the 
document we submitted for CoP12 on establishing scientifically based quotas and in accordance 
with Resolution Conf. 9.21 (Rev. CoP13), which calls for establishment of a scientific basis for 
proposed quotas, is keen to ensure that annual export quotas are established on strong biological 
data. Although a quota of 50 is considered by Uganda as precautionary, the proposal does not 
provide any supporting biological information for this figure. Therefore, it cannot be determined 
whether the population can be sustained under the proposed quota figure.” 

At CITES CoP14, Uganda followed the suggestion of the CITES Secretariat and requested during the 
CoP14 plenary that the Parties grant a quota under Resolution Conf. 10.14 and it would withdraw its 

                                                           
55 CITES, CoP14 Prop. 3 (2007), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/prop/E14-P03.pdf. 
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proposal to transfer its population to Appendix II.56 This request was agreed and the Parties established a 
leopard export quota for Uganda of 28.57 However, the U.S. opposition to this proposal was not noted for 
the record. Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC) supported the proposal but expressed concern for 
the cross-border leopard populations it shared with Uganda, noting that the quota might create tension or 
foster poaching in the DRC.58 Israel opposed the proposal on the basis of lack of recent population data. 

United Republic of Tanzania:  

The United Republic of Tanzania’s CITES-established export quota increased from 60 in 198359, 
to 250 in 1985,60 to 500 in 2002,61 which remains in effect today. The working documents discussed at the 
1983 meeting are not readily available to facilitate evaluation of the information used by the Parties when 
approving this initial quota. The 1985 quota was approved based on a document submitted by the United 
Republic of Tanzania that admitted “there are no scientific data to provide a background for evaluation of 
this proposal;”62 the document provided no estimate of the size of the leopard population in the country 
and no information on how the quota would not be detrimental to the survival of the species; the 
document stated that the reason for the increased quota was the large number of leopards killed each year 
by the government to protect lives and property, which numbered 406 in 1983. Despite this lack of 
information, as admitted by the proponent itself, the CITES Parties approved the export quota increase. In 
2002, the United Republic of Tanzania requested to double its CITES leopard export quota to 500 on the 
basis of the Martin and de Meulenaer (1988) estimate of 39,000 leopards in Tanzania which would allow 
a “safe harvest” of 5% or 1,827 leopard annually.63 The U.S. negotiating position on the 2002 proposal 
was undecided;64 the record of the CITES meeting does not indicate that the U.S. expressed any view on 
the proposal; this proposal was approved. In Tanzania, rising leopard hunting quotas drove a large-scale 
declines in leopard abundance particularly in populations outside of Selous; 400 leopards were trophy 
hunted annually at an average rate of 1.33 leopards/1000km2 (Packer et al. 2010). A hunting quota of no 
more than 1 leopard/1000km2 has been recommended in general and 3 leopards/1000km2 in the Selous 
Game Reserve (Packer et al. 2010).  

Zambia:  

Zambia was one of the first countries to receive a CITES leopard export quota in 1983, of 80;65 
the working documents discussed at the 1983 meeting are not readily available to facilitate evaluation of 

                                                           
56 CITES CoP14 Plen. 2. https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-Plen-2.pdf  
57 CITES, CoP14 Com. I Rep. 2 (Rev. 1) (2007), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-
Com-I-Rep-02.pdf ; CITES CoP14 Plen. 4 (Rev. 2) (2007), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-Plen-4.pdf ; CITES CoP14 Com. I. 6. (2007), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/com/E14-Com-I-06.pdf. 
58 CITES, CoP14 Com. I Rep. 2 (Rev. 1) (2007), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/rep/E14-
Com-I-Rep-02.pdf. 
59 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 414 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf. 
60 CITES, CoP6 Doc. 6.27 (1987), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-27.pdf. 
61 CITES, CoP12 Com. I Rep. 1 (Rev.), p. 2 (2002), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/rep/ComI_1.PDF. 
62 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 421 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf. 
63 CITES, CoP12 Doc. 12.23.1.2 (2002), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/doc/E12-23-1-
2.pdf. 
64 67 Fed. Reg. 66464 (Oct. 31, 2002).  
65 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 414 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf. 
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the information used by the Parties when approving this quota. Zambia (and Botswana, Malawi, Namibia, 
and Zimbabwe) proposed to transfer its population to CITES Appendix II with an export quota of 300; 
this proposal estimated Zambia’s leopard population to be 3,332 animals;66 therefore, the offtake is 
approximately 9% of the population annually, which is excessive. The CITES Parties did not approve the 
transfer of the population to Appendix II, but did approve the quota increase which remains in effect 
today.  

In May 2015, the Tourism and Arts Minister of Zambia announced that hunting of leopards (and 
lions) would be reinstated in 2016 after a moratorium that started in January 2013 (Zambia DNPW 
2015a). The Minister stated that the ban on leopard hunting was based on “lapses in monitoring” that have 
been rectified and that the leopard population was and still is “healthy”. Leopard hunting was to resume in 
2015/2016 but with cautionary – though unspecified – quotas. Following the Minister’s announcement, in 
May 2015, the Zambia Wildlife Authority (ZAWA) stated that there were, at minimum, an estimated 
4,000 leopards in Zambia and that, according to surveys conducted by ZAWA, big cats are found in three 
ecosystems in the country: Luangwa Valley, Kafui and Lower Zambezi (Zambia DNPW 2015b).  

Additionally, Ray (2011) conducted the first-ever population survey of leopards in Zambia, in 
Luambe National Park and a portion of an adjacent Game Management Area (GMA), located within the 
Luangwa Valley, in 2006-2008, when trophy hunting was permitted. Ray noted that it was the opinion of 
park managers and professional hunters in the area that the leopard was found in “very high abundance”. 
Using camera traps, Ray found that only 12 leopards lived in the National Park in 2008 and 10 in the 
portion of the GMA studied, with densities of 3.36/100 km2 in the former and 4.79/100 km2 in the latter. 
Ray stated that only one other leopard study, in South Africa, had found a lower density than that she 
found in the Park and this other study was not in a protected area. The offtake of leopards in the GMA 
was 8-12 leopards per year, and considered by Ray to be unsustainable. Ray recommended an offtake of 2 
leopards / 1000 km2 in the area (instead of 12 / 2,555 km2, among other measures. Ray recommended that 
loss of income from hunting could be addressed by increasing the price of trophies. 

Ray explicitly notes, “Until the 1980s, the leopard was one of the most threatened species listed 
by IUCN. This changed with the study of MARTIN & DE MEULENAR (1988), who suggested a 
population of leopards of about 700,000 in Africa, which was criticized and largely discredited from the 
scientific community (MARTIN & DE MEULENAR 1989). Members of the IUCN Cat specialist group 
mentioned their doubts of the estimates from this habitat model (MARTIN & DE MEULENAR 1989). 
Nevertheless, the result was that CITES increased the international hunting quotas for the African 
leopard, despite the lack of reliable continent-wide estimates of its population size.” 

Zimbabwe:  

Zimbabwe received its first CITES-established export quota of 80 leopards in 1983;67 the working 
documents discussed at the 1983 meeting are not readily available to facilitate evaluation of the 
information used by the Parties when approving this quota. This quota was increased to 350 in 1985 
based on information provided by Zimbabwe that there were an estimated 38,000 leopards in the 

                                                           
66 CITES, CoP8 Amendments to Appendices (1992), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF. 
67 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 414 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf. 

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf
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country.68 The quota was increased to 500 in 1987; however, there is no record of Zimbabwe having 
submitted a supporting statement to the meeting where this quota was established.69 No summary record 
of this meeting is available on the CITES website. However, 1987 is when the draft report of Martin and 
de Meulenaer (1987) was also presented to the Parties and this report was apparently used to establish or 
increase a number of CITES leopard quotas, including that of Zimbabwe, where the authors estimated the 
population to be 16,064. (Id. at 647). (It is of interest to note that, in 1992, Zimbabwe (and Botswana, 
Malawi, Namibia, and Zambia) proposed to transfer its population to CITES Appendix II with an export 
quota of 500; this proposal estimated Zimbabwe’s leopard population to be only 1,379 animals).70  

Du Preez et al. (2014) confirmed that the 500 figure was the result of using the flawed Martin and 
de Meulenaer model as a basis which over-estimated the number of leopards in Zimbabwe at 16,064. 
Today, as then, there is no reliable estimate of Zimbabwe’s national leopard population and leopard 
numbers are not monitored in most of the areas where they are hunted (Du Preez et al. 2014). Yet, more 
leopards are hunted in Zimbabwe than any other country with up to 882 leopard hunting permits issued 
annually (although the average number of successful hunts each year, 261, does not fill the allocation (Du 
Preez et al. 2014)). Leopard trophy hunting offtakes have repeatedly failed to fill the allocation, possibly 
indicating that there are not enough leopards remaining and that leopard hunting in Zimbabwe is 
unsustainable, especially combined with other threats such as habitat loss (Du Preez et al. 2014). The 
large leopard quota in Zimbabwe is unjustified because there has been no rigorous scientific research 
undertaken to estimate the national leopard population (Du Preez et al. 2014). Hunting of female leopards 
is prohibited in Zimbabwe and there is a skull size minimum that must be met for exports to be allowed 
(Lindsey and Chikerema-Mandisodza 2012). In Zimbabwe, leopard hunting occurs without a national 
leopard management plan and leopard hunting quotas exceed the CITES export quota (Lindsey and 
Chikerema-Mandisodza 2012).  

 

CITES Export Quotas Are Not Subject to Review 

There has never been a rigorous review of the scientific basis of the CITES-established leopard export 
quotas, nor are these quotas reviewed on an on-going basis to determine if changes are necessary to 
protect leopards. Given the increasing imperilment of the species given the recent IUCN Red List 
assessment, it is high time for a review to be conducted and for a process of routine review to be 
established, and in the absences of such review the Service must exercise the precautionary principle 
when evaluating import permit applications for leopard parts.  
 
In its 2015 non-detriment advice for Mozambique, the Service asserts that “CITES Resolution Conf. 
10.14 was revised at CoP16. It directed Parties to report on their implementation of this resolution 
(Decision 16.76; CITES 2013c) and the Secretariat was directed to compile and present to the Standing 
Committee a summary of those reports (Decision 16.77; CITES 2013d). These decisions will enable 
Parties to monitor more effectively the implementation of quotas for leopard hunting trophies and skins 
for personal use. By Notification to the Parties No. 2015/042 (dated 30 July 2015), the Secretariat invited 
                                                           
68 CITES, CoP5 Doc. 5.23, p. 16 (1985), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf. 
69 CITES, CoP6 Doc. 6.1 (1987), available at https://cites.org/eng/cop/06/doc/index.php. 
70 CITES, Cop8 Prop. EQ5, p. 11 (1992), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-
EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF. 

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/05/doc/E05-23.pdf
https://cites.org/eng/cop/06/doc/index.php
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF
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Parties to submit their leopard report for compilation and submission by the CITES Secretariat to SC66 
(CITES 2015c).” 
 
However, Resolution Conf. 10.14, as amended, does not direct Parties to report on implementation of the 
resolution. And the related Decisions refer only to the tagging and tracking of leopard skins in trade, and 
not to the scientific basis of export quotas or issues related to the non-detriment finding. Decision 16.76 
states, “Parties shall, by the 66th meeting of the Standing Committee, submit a report to the Secretariat on 
the implementation of the system as set out in paragraphs c) to j) of Resolution Conf. 10.14 (Rev. 
CoP16), including details of any problems with the processing of CITES documents, the management and 
tracking system in general, and the system in place to replace lost or damaged tags.” Decision 16.77 
states, “The Secretariat shall, at the 66th meeting of the Standing Committee, and subject to the 
availability of funds:  a)  provide a summary report to the Standing Committee based on the reports 
supplied by the Parties concerned in the implementation of Resolution Conf. 10.14 (Rev. CoP16); and b)  
on the basis of experience gained with the operation of the tagging system set out in paragraphs c) to j) of 
Resolution Conf. 10.14 (Rev. CoP16), make recommendations, as appropriate, to the Standing Committee 
regarding the feasibility and appropriateness of extending the system for use with other CITES-listed 
species.”  
 
At the 66th meeting of the CITES Standing Committee, the Secretariat reported that only three countries, 
South Africa, Slovakia, the U.S., had submitted comments in response to the Notification to the Parties, 
and none reported any problems with implementation.71 South Africa advised that it would not allow 
females to be hunted beginning in 2015; that hunting reports containing details relating to the hunt, 
including information relating to body measurements, have to be submitted to the issuing authority 
immediately after the hunt; and that they have initiated the development of national guidelines for the 
allocation, management and monitoring of leopard trophy quotas, in order to promote a more uniform 
approach across the nine provinces in the country. 
 

The Enduring Problem of the Martin and de Meulenaer Study 
 
It is important to elaborate on the Martin and de Meulenaer (1987, 1988) study and criticisms of it 
because, from 1987 to the present, the FWS and authorities in other countries have used the results of this 
study to make non-detriment findings required for issuance of leopard export and import permits in 
accordance with CITES, as well as to provide the basis for CITES-established leopard export quotas. The 
following are some of the regulatory decisions based on the results of this study (see also Annex 1 to this 
petition): 
 

 2015: FWS issued a non-detriment finding for the import to the U.S. of sport-hunted leopard 
trophies from Mozambique (FWS 2015). 

 2007: CITES CoP14 increased the leopard export quota for Mozambique from 60-120.72 
 2004: CITES CoP13 increased the leopard export quota for Namibia from 100 to 250 and South 

Africa from 75 to 150.73 

                                                           
71 CITES, SC66 Doc. 40, available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/66/E-SC66-40.pdf. 
72 CITES CoP 14 Doc. 37.1 (2007), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/doc/E14-37-1.pdf. 

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/sc/66/E-SC66-40.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/14/doc/E14-37-1.pdf
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 2002: CITES CoP12 increased the leopard export quota for Tanzania from 250 to 500.74 
 1994: CITES CoP9 increased the leopard export quota for Botswana from 100 to130, and that of 

South Africa from 50 to 75.75 
 1992: At CITES CoP8, Botswana, Malawi, Namibia, Zambia and Zimbabwe proposed to transfer 

Panthera pardus from CITES Appendix I to Appendix II and to establish export quotas for 
eleven countries.76 The proposals were rejected by vote, but the quotas in the proposals were 
approved. CoP8 adopted a new leopard quota of 100 for Namibia and increased the quota for 
Malawi from 20 to 50.77 

 1989: CITES CoP7 adopted a new leopard export quota of 50 for South Africa and increased the 
quota for Botswana from 80 to 100.78 There is no documentation from CoP7 to support the 
establishment of the quota for South Africa or the increase of the quota for Botswana. 

 1987: CITES CoP6 adopted a new leopard export quota of 40 for Central African Republic, 500 
for Ethiopia, and increased the quota for Zimbabwe from 350 to 500.79 It should be noted that 
Ethiopia was not a CITES Party in 1987 when the leopard export quota was adopted and there is 
no documentation from CoP6 to support the establishment of this quota. 

 
An abbreviated version of Martin and de Meulenaer’s study, a Survey of the Status of the Leopard 
(Panthera pardus) in Sub-Saharan Africa, appeared first as an Annex to Document 6.26,80 on Trade in 
Leopard Skins, discussed at the 6th meeting of the Conference of the Parties to CITES (CoP6), in 1987 
(Martin and de Meulenaer 1987). The full study was subsequently published in 1988 (Martin and de 
Meulenaer 1988). 
 
It must be noted at the outset that, as is explained in CITES CoP6 Document 6.26, the study was funded 
by Safari Club International and the American Fur Institute, which should immediately raise suspicions of 
potential bias, given the funders’ economic interests in the outcome of the study. And, as noted above, in 
1992 the document was used to support a proposal to transfer Panthera pardus from CITES Appendix I 
to Appendix II, in order to allow international commercial trade in leopard skins; the proposal was not 
approved. 
 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
73 CITES, CoP13 Doc. 19.1 (2004), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/doc/E13-19-1.pdf; 
CITES, CoP13 Doc. 19.2 (2004), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/doc/E13-19-2.pdf ; 
CITES, CoP13 Com. I Rep. 1 (Rev. 1) (2004), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/rep/E13-
ComIRep1.pdf. 
74 CITES, CoP12 Com. I. Rep. (Rev.) (2002), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/rep/ComI_1.PDF; CITES, CoP12 Doc. 23.1.2 (2002), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/doc/E12-23-1-2.pdf. 
75 CITES, CoP10 Doc. 10.41 (1997), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/10/doc/E10-41to43.pdf. 
76 CITES, CoP8 Amendments to Appendices (1992), available at 
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF. 
77 CITES, CoP8 Com.I 8.1 (Rev.) (1992), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/E-Com-I.pdf. 
78 CITES, CoP8 Doc. 8.20 (1992), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/doc/E-20.pdf. 
79 CITES, CoP6  Doc. 6.28 (1987), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-28.pdf; 
CITES, CoP Doc. 7.27 (1989), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/07/doc/E07-27.pdf. 
80 CITES, CoP6  Doc. 6.26 (1987), available at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-26.pdf. 

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/doc/E13-19-1.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/doc/E13-19-2.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/rep/E13-ComIRep1.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/13/rep/E13-ComIRep1.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/rep/ComI_1.PDF
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/doc/E12-23-1-2.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/10/doc/E10-41to43.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/E-Com-I.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/doc/E-20.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-28.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/07/doc/E07-27.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-26.pdf
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Martin and de Meulenaer used a computer modelling exercise, which correlated leopard density with 
rainfall, to derive estimates of the leopard population in 41 sub-Saharan African countries and a total 
African leopard population of 714,000 animals (Figure 6). 
 
Figure 6. Martin and de Meulenaer leopard population estimates. 

 
Source: Martin and de Muelenaer (1988), p. 8. 

 
 
Importantly, since 2008, the IUCN has found that “there are no reliable continent-wide estimates of 
population size in Africa, and the most commonly cited estimate of over 700,000 leopards in Africa 
(Martin and de Meulenaer 1988) is flawed” (Henschel et. al. 2008) (emphasis added).  This opinion of the 
world’s foremost leopard experts alone should be reason enough for regulators to avoid using the results 
of the Martin and de Meulenaer report as the biological basis for decision-making regarding leopards. 
Leopard scientists continue to point out the shortcomings of Martin and de Meulenaer today: as noted 
above, the most recent publication on leopard status and distribution (Jacobson et al. 2016a) stated, 
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“Earlier Africa-wide assessments of population size (Myers, 1976; Eaton, 1977; Martin & De Meulenaer, 
1988; Shoemaker, 1993) employed questionable population models based on scant field data and were 
widely criticized as being unrealistic (Hamilton, 1981; Jackson, 1989; Norton,1990; Bailey, 1993)” (p. 2). 
 
Additionally, soon after the study by Martin and de Meulenaer became available, it was criticized by 
leopard experts in the IUCN/SSC Cat Specialist Group (Jackson et al. 1989) who rejected the estimates of 
leopard numbers in Africa given in the study. This paper was included as an information document at 
CITES CoP781 held in 1989 which put regulators on notice that the Martin and de Meulenaer study should 
not be used as a scientific basis for making regulatory decisions. A summary of this paper states: 
   

“Leading leopard specialist members of the IUCN/SSC Cat Specialist Group and other 
experts have reviewed the SURVEY OF THE STATUS OF THE LEOPARD IN SUB-
SAHARAN AFRICA by Martin and de Meulenaer. They reject the computer estimates of 
leopard numbers in Africa, although they generally agree that there are still many 
leopards, especially in certain areas. Most reviewers felt they lacked competence to 
criticize the computer model as such, but, in common with those who are expert, they 
challenged the data input. The basic relationship claimed between rainfall and prey and, 
therefore, leopard populations, was discounted for several specific types of habitat and 
areas. Reviewers with extensive field experience in leopard habitat declared that no 
leopard survive in many areas assumed to be suitable in the model. Where estimates of 
leopard numbers in specific places have been made by the reviewers they are generally 
less than half those predicted by the computer model” (emphasis added). 

 
Jackson et al. (1989) contains comments of individual co-authors, including:  

 Dr. Marcus Borner, Regional Represenative, Frankfurt Zoological Society, Arusha, Tanzania who 
said, “The computer model has not produced an accurate estimate of the existing or potential 
leopard population because the data are either guesswork, hearsay or otherwise 
imprecise…Unscientific data have been fed through very complex scientific methods to make the 
outcome look serious…A short and superficial survey like this one could not have produced 
anything more precise than informed guesswork.” 

 Professor J. du P Bothma, Chair of Wildlife Management, University of Pretoria, South Africa 
who said, “The database upon which the assumptions are made…is often non-existent. Thus no 
matter how complicated or good the model the raw data simply do not allow the type of 
conclusions reached. In South Africa there are many areas suitable as leopard habitat which are 
simply not occupied by leopards any more.” 

 Professor Dr. Paul Leyhausen, formerly of the Max Planck Institut fur Verhaltensphysiologie, 
Germany, who said, “A model, however loosely it seems to fit reality, it is not itself biological 
reality…The computer model depends on just one variable: prey availability…If prey availability 
were the sole yardstick, lion numbers in the Serengeti should be much higher in average years 
than they actually are…The model in question is a theoretically interesting exercise. But it would 
be hazardous to the extreme to assume that actual leopard numbers conform with it even 
remotely, let alone to make it the basis of practical policy.” 

                                                           
81 CITES, CoP7 Doc. 3 (1989). 
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 Dr Peter Norton, Chief Directorate Nature and Environmental Conservation, Kimberley, South 
Africa, who said, “Much of the report is based on so-called “estimates” of population numbers 
which I find highly questionable, if not misleading. The model is based on a number of 
assumptions that are not substantiated by the results of my research work on leopards in the Cape 
Province of South Africa.” Norton specifically criticized four of these assumptions: 1) “If natural 
habitats are relatively unaltered, leopards will be found there”: Norton states that leopards have 
been “completely eradicated” from certain areas despite the fact that none of the areas have been 
substantially altered, but leopards had been hunted out. 2) “If leopard are reported they will be at 
a rainfall-related “carrying capacity”: Norton states that adult male leopards make “forays” some 
distance out of their normal home range but he doubts that their transient presence in these areas 
indicates that the population in these areas is at “carrying capacity.” 3) “Leopard densities are 
closely correlated with rainfall, irrespective of prey densities”: Norton notes that most of the data 
points used in the Martin and De Meulenaer model are from reserves or hunting areas in savannah 
habitats where suitable leopard prey may exist; however, he provides examples from his own 
studies of other types of habitats (fynbos and forests) where suitable leopard prey densities are 
extremely low. Norton also notes that low biomass of leopard prey animals is likely to occur in 
high rainfall tropical forests. Critically, Norton notes that the Martin and De Meulenaer study 
uses a study by Coe et al. (1976) on the relationship between large herbivore biomass and rainfall 
to support their contention that there is a relationship between leopard density and rainfall; 
however, Norton notes that this is based on large herbivores, not the small mammals that leopards 
prey upon. Norton also notes that bushmeat hunting has nearly eliminated small animals preferred 
as prey by leopards and that although Martin and De Meulenaer recognize this they modified only 
some of the figures used in their calculations. 4) “Rainfall figures used in the correlation are 
representative of the study areas”: Norton thought that the rainfall figures may be accurate for 
flatter areas but said, “I seriously question the accuracy of the rainfall figures used in the 
regression for areas with more varied topography, such as mountains” and provided an example 
from his study area to demonstrate the fact that the model’s predictions do not hold up against 
field study evidence. Regarding the total number of leopards Martin and De Meulenaer estimated 
for South Africa (23,472), Norton said it is “totally unrealistic.”  Norton also stated, “I seriously 
doubt the regression’s validity in mountain or forest habitats, or even in savanna habitats outside 
of reserves that have a high human population. The regression is just too good to be true. With all 
the variability in different habitat types, plus the fact that some of the rainfall figures are suspect, 
I just cannot accept that a wide range of biological systems spread throughout Africa will react so 
predictably.” Regarding the confidence limits in Martin and De Meulenaer, Norton states they 
“have no biological reality at all. In fact they are dangerous in that they give an aura of scientific 
respectability that they do not deserve.” Norton compared estimates of Martin and De Meulenaer 
for habitats in South Africa with his best guesses and found that the estimates far exceeded, by 
ten-fold, the number of leopards he thought existed: 23,470 versus 2,390 (Figure 7). 
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Figure 7. Norton’s leopard population estimates. 

 
Source: Jackson et al. 1989, p. 7. 
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 Dr. M.K. Ranjitsinh, Director of Wildlife Conservation, Government of India who said, “To work 

out a population based on an arithmetical calculation in one place and then extrapolating it 
elsewhere has posed many a problem, and the figure can be totally wrong because of so many 
factors. And when you are extrapolating it for a continent as large as Africa with its diverse 
climatic, geomorphical, demographic and other considerations, I would be extremely wary of the 
result … if the figures are accepted and a harvest quota based upon them is adopted, it will 
become an accepted guideline and parameter for future harvest and one will not know the results 
until the population of the leopard nose-dives, in places perhaps beyond redemption.” 

 Vivian Wilson, Director, Chipangali Wildlife Trust, Zimbabwe questioned if the number of 
leopards can be estimated based on habitat and rainfall stating, “There are vast areas in Africa 
where there is a lot of suitable habitat, a good food supply and also high rainfall, and yet leopards 
are either absent or occur in low numbers.” Wilson described her experience in Central African 
Republic where rainfall is high, and there are large areas of ideal leopard habitat and large 
numbers of leopard prey, but low numbers of leopards due to them having been killed by people 
many years previously. Wilson provided two other examples to support her conclusion. Wilson 
said that there are fewer than 10,000 leopards in Zimbabwe compared to 16,064 estimated by 
Martin and De Meulenaer. Wilson guessed at population sizes in eight countries, based on her 
experience, and compared them to the estimates of Martin and De Meulenaer, and found that her 
total population figure was three times less than theirs (Figure 8). 
 

Figure 8. Wilson’s leopard population estimates. 

 
Source: Jackson et al. (1989), p. 10. 
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 An anonymous co-author stated, “there seems to be a conceptual flaw in the model” in that there 
is “abundant wildlife literature” that indicates that even if habitat is suitable one cannot expect to 
find a species there. This author further states that there are “very many and very extensive areas 
where they would fully expect, according to their model, to find abundant leopards, in fact there 
would be zero leopards … I can think of more than a dozen extensive areas in each of many 
countries…where the model would postulate sizable numbers of leopard, but none has been seen, 
or surmised to exist, since the late 1960s.” Anonymous goes on to state that many other factors 
besides habitat need to be taken into account including activities and density of human 
communities, types of livelihoods of such communities, availability of poison, size and scope of 
the skin market, degree of known poaching, conservation capacity, corruption, official ineptitude, 
public awareness, and conservation commitment.  

 
In another early review of the study of Martin and de Meulenaer, one of the co-authors of Jackson et al. 
(1989), Norton (1990), published his full analysis, which stated,  
 

“Results of ecological studies on leopards in the Cape Province, South Africa, carried out by the 
Chief Directorate: Nature and Environmental Conservation, suggest that some of the assumptions 
on which the population estimates are based are highly suspect, and that the population figures 
may be unrealistically high. The recommendations for leopard conservation and management 
should therefore be viewed with caution, especially hunting quotas based on a proportional 
offtake from the ‘estimated total’ population” (p. 218) (emphasis added). 

 
Norton further states, similar to his comments in Jackson et al. (1989): 
 

“As I interpret it, the model is largely based on the following questionable assumptions: 1) that if 
natural habitats are unaltered, leopards will be found there; 2) that if leopards are reported, they 
will be at a rainfall-related ‘carrying capacity’; 3) that all leopard densities are closely correlated 
with rainfall, irrespective of prey densities; 4) that the rainfall figures used in the correlation are 
representative of the study areas.” 

 
Norton studied each of these assumptions and found that in South Africa: 1) leopards have been 
extirpated—“hunted out”—from areas where habitat has not been substantially altered; 2) individual 
leopards, especially male leopards, may journey over 100 km from the nearest known leopard population 
but one leopard is not indicative of the presence of a population of leopards at ‘carrying capacity’; 3) most 
of the data points in Martin and de Meulenaer’s regression are from savanna habitats, but in other habitats 
(forests, including rain forests) the density of prey animals available for leopards is low to extremely low. 
Norton also questions the use by Martin and de Meulenaer of Coe et al. (1976) study of the relationship 
between large herbivore biomass and rainfall because it is based on large herbivore numbers mostly in 
savanna habitats, whereas leopard prey consists of small mammals. Norton notes that in some areas 
bushmeat hunting has eliminated small mammals making it difficult for leopards to survive; and 4) 
Norton questions the accuracy of the rainfall figures used in the Martin and de Meulenaer for all areas and 
provides a specific example from one of his study areas. 
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Norton states that he has been reluctant to provide leopard estimates for the region of South Africa in 
which he works, or for the country as a whole, because these would be more likely to be “a misleading 
guess” (p. 219).  After closely examining Martin and de Meulenaer’s estimates for South Africa, Norton 
found them to be “far too optimistic!” (p. 219, punctuation as in original). In one area Norton estimated to 
hold “no more than a hundred or so leopards”, Martin and de Meulenaer estimated a population of 4,419. 
In another area where Norton estimated there to be one or two hundred leopards at the most, Martin and 
de Meulenaer estimated a population of 9,000. In a final area, Norton thought there were no more than “a 
handful” of leopards but Martin and de Meulenaer estimated a population of 1,335 leopards. In 
summation, Norton states, “I should be very surprised if there are more than two or three thousand 
leopards in South Africa at the most. As far as I am concerned, an estimate of over 20 000 is just plain 
nonsense!” (p. 219, punctuation as in original). Norton concludes, “I therefore suggest that the ‘estimates’ 
of leopard populations in the different countries in Africa be rejected, and all recommendations involving 
these estimates be viewed with extreme caution.” 
 
Thus, by 1990, it should have been explicitly clear to FWS that leopard experts – including one of the 
original authors (Martin) – found the original Martin and de Meulenaer report to be flawed. Yet, from 
1989 through 2015, FWS and the CITES Parties have used the report by Martin and de Meulenaer as the 
scientific basis for establishing CITES export quotas and issuing CITES export and import permits.  
 
More recently, Henschel (2008, 2009) criticized Martin and de Muelenaer for assuming that the Congo 
Basin82 was a leopard stronghold based on unaltered habitat and supposedly prey-rich habitat. Henschel 
said that although the Congo Basin comprised only 12% of the leopard’s range in Africa, Martin and de 
Meulenar estimated that it contained 40% of the leopard population of Africa. Henschel (2008, 2009) 
noted that other authors, Jackson et al. (1989) and Bailey (1993), also criticized Martin and de Meulenaer 
because the biomass of potential prey is actually lower in forests as compared to savannah. Henschel 
(2008) writes, 
 

“While it is widely accepted that in savannas ungulate biomass is positively correlated with 
rainfall (Coe et al., 1976, East, 1984) and that in these open habitats leopard density is linked with 
prey biomass (Marker and Dickman, 2005, Hayward et al., 2007), it has to be understood that 
although ungulate biomass increases with rainfall it decreases with forest cover, as a high 
proportion of the primary productivity is in the canopy and only available to relatively small 
arboreal mammals (Robinson and Bennett, 2004). Yet it is rainforest habitat that was considered 
optimal leopard habitat by Martin & de Meulenaer in their 1988 status survey, who considered 
the forests of the Congo Basin an absolute stronghold for the species that would harbour and 
estimated 40% of Africa’s leopards, and predicted extremely high population densities for this 
habitat type of up to 40 individuals/100 km2 (Martin and de Meulenaer, 1988). These population 
density estimates have since been used to produce population size estimates for central African 
countries, but the results were widely considered to be exaggerated (e.g. Jackson, 1989, Norton, 
1990). Bailey (1993) and Jenny (1996) are among several authorities who have argued that since 
terrestrial mammalian prey biomass is lower in rainforest than in savannah environments, leopard 
densities should be correspondingly lower. Perhaps most importantly, Martin and de Meulenaer’s 

                                                           
82 The Congo Basin spans across six countries—Cameroon, Central African Republic, Democratic Republic of the 
Congo, Republic of the Congo, Equatorial Guinea and Gabon. 
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model failed to account adequately for reduction of wild prey as a factor lowering leopard 
density, which could lead to overestimates especially in the Congo Basin, where forest wildlife 
suffers from a high demand for wild game for both local and commercial use (Wilkie and 
Carpenter, 1999).”  

 
Henschel (2009) stated, “The figures published by Martin & de Meulenaer (1988) are still quoted today, 
and remain the chief source of information for African governments proposing to open or raise harvest 
quotas for trophy hunting of leopards. However, evidence is mounting that leopards have already 
disappeared from a number of forest sites on the fringes of the Congo Basin.” Henschel (2009) notes that 
these sites are densely populated with people, that people consume medium-sized wild mammals as 
bushmeat, that such mammals are preferred leopard prey, and that such prey populations are depleted near 
densely populated areas. Henschel (2009) hypothesizes that this has led to reduced and even extirpated 
leopard populations in such areas. Henschel’s study of leopards in Gabon found a strong correlation 
between commercial bushmeat hunting near settlements and the local disappearance of leopards 
(Henschel 2009). 
 
Marker and Dickman (2005) found that, in Namibia, rainfall was not directly related to leopard density. 
They found leopard densities to be lower outside of reserves despite there being no marked difference in 
prey biomass between protected and unprotected areas; the authors explained that “the lower leopard 
density outside reserves was probably a result of local persecution by landowners, as leopards are 
commonly considered a threat both to people and their stock.” (p. 113). Marker and Dickman note, 
 

“This is one of the main objections raised to the leopard population estimates made by Martin & 
de Meulenaer (1988), who assumed that where leopards occur, they should be at the carrying 
capacity determined by rainfall, without considering factors such as local persecution (Norton 
1990). Although leopard density appeared to be indirectly linked to rainfall via the relationship 
with prey biomass, the overall determinants of leopard density and spatial ecology are likely to be 
a complex set of factors including an artificial ‘carrying capacity’ determined by the attitudes of 
local communities.” 

 
In a presentation delivered at the Large Carnivore Workshop, 3-4 November 2010, Henschel (2010) 
estimated the leopard population of Gabon to be 5,910 compared to the Martin and de Meulenaer estimate 
of 38,463. Regarding Martin and de Meulenaer’s estimate of 714,000 leopards in sub-Saharan Africa, 
Henschel said, “Do not believe it!”  
 
Chapman and Balme (2010) noted that Martin and de Meulenaer estimated the sub-Saharan leopard 
population to be 714,000 and the South African population to be 23,000 and said that this is “widely 
considered to be a gross overestimate” and “South Africa’s true leopard population size, while still 
unknown, is thought to be an order of magnitude less” (p. 114). The authors state, “The detrimental 
consequences of basing management decisions on such unreliable estimates are patently obvious.” (id.) 
 
Ray (2011) noted that the Martin and de Meulenaer study has been “critically debated among specialists 
as presenting a high overestimate and has thus been rejected.” (p. 1)  
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Swanepoel et al. (2014) used population modelling to estimate the leopard population size of South Africa 
which they estimated to be 4,476 leopards, far below the 23,472 leopards Martin and de Meulenaer 
estimated.  
 
Du Preez et al. (2014) expressed concern about an increase in the CITES leopard export quota for 
Zimbabwe from 80 leopards per year to 500 being established based on Martin and de Meulenaer’s 
calculations which “were based on the flawed assumption that leopards occurred at the highest possible 
density in all habitats” and “used rainfall data to estimate abundance; calculating what seems likely to 
have been an overestimate of Zimbabwe’s leopard population at 16,064.” (p. 153-154) 
 
Braczkowski et al. (2015b) expressed concern that while leopards are one of the most sought trophies, 
leopard hunting quotas are based on “expert guesstimates” or “an over-simplified model that correlated 
leopard density to rainfall [cite to Martin and de Meulenaer] but ignored important factors such as 
anthropogenic mortality and prey availability.”  
 
Strampelli (2015), who studied leopards in Mozambique, stated there are no reliable continent-wide 
estimates of population size for the species and note that Martin and de Meulenaer was “obtained through 
a model that correlated leopard numbers with rainfall but omitted information on prey density or human 
related mortality, has been heavily criticized and is widely considered by specialists to be flawed.” (p. 5-
6). Strampelli states that the “over-simplified” Martin and de Meulenaer estimate of 37,542 leopards in 
Mozambique was used as justification for the 2007 increase in the CITES leopard export quota from 60 to 
120. Strampelli further states,  
 

“Martin & de Meulenaer (1988) estimated a country-wide population for Mozambique of 37,542 
leopards, based on density of 0.10/km2 (10 leopards per 100 km2). This estimate was recently 
successfully quoted as a justification for an export quota increase (CITES 2007). The same report 
also states that “it is clear that much of Mozambique (perhaps up to 80%) falls within the 
category capable of supporting leopards at densities of between 0.03 and 0.1 per km²” – i.e. 
between 3.00 and 10.00 per km2. Such estimates have already been universally rejected as 
exaggerated and inaccurate by experts (Balme et al. 2010b); indeed, that density in XGR, one of 
the better protected areas of the country, was estimated at 1.53/100 km2 suggests that it is unlikely 
that many areas in Mozambique experience leopard densities such as those quoted in the quota 
revision application. Although some landscapes will have higher primary productivity levels, it 
seems plausible that the high levels of anthropogenic disturbances common in much of the 
country (Hatton et al. 2001) likely more than counteract this.” 

 
A study by Jacobson et al. (2016a) on leopard status and distribution stated, “Earlier Africa-wide 
assessments of population size (Myers, 1976; Eaton, 1977; Martin & De Meulenaer, 1988; Shoemaker, 
1993) employed questionable population models based on scant field data and were widely criticized as 
being unrealistic (Hamilton, 1981; Jackson, 1989; Norton,1990; Bailey, 1993).” (p. 2)  
 
Therefore, the existing CITES export quotas and domestic implementing regulations are completely 
outdated, scientifically indefensible, and inadequate to protect the leopard in southern Africa, and the 
exploitation facilitated by these regulations endangers the continued existence of the African leopard. 
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2. African Leopard Range Country Mechanisms  
 
The significant decline in both the range and, in many cases, the size of leopard populations due to habitat 
destruction, loss of prey, excessive and poorly regulated trophy hunting, poaching for commercial trade, 
and human-leopard conflict demonstrates that many range States do not have adequate regulatory 
mechanisms to protect leopards.  

There are several African regional agreements that have relevance to African leopards: the African 
Union’s African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources, 1968;83 the Revised 
African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources, 2003;84 and the Protocol on 
Wildlife Conservation and Law Enforcement of the Southern African Development Community, 1999.85   

The African Union (AU), formed in 1992, is an intergovernmental organization comprising 54 African 
States including all sub-Saharan Africa leopard range States.86 The AU has an Executive Council to 
coordinate and take decisions on policies in areas of common interest to Member States, including 
environmental protection (Article 13 (1)(e)).87 

Two AU Conventions are relevant to African leopard conservation: the African Convention on the 
Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (entered into force in 1968), and the Revised African 
Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (negotiated in 2003, not yet entered 
into force).88 

Parties to the African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources, which entered 
into force in 1969, have agreed to “adopt the measures necessary to ensure conservation, utilization and 
development of soil, water, flora and fauna resources in accordance with scientific principles and with 
due regard to the best interests of the people.” (Article I). The Convention lists the leopard as a Class B 
protected species (Article VIII); Class B species “shall be totally protected, but may be hunted, killed, 
captured or collected under special authorization granted by the competent authority.” (Article VIII 
(1)(b)). Notably, some leopard range States that are significant exporters of leopard specimens have not 
ratified the Convention: Namibia, South Africa, and Zimbabwe. But even in range countries that have 
ratified the Convention, this law does not provide sufficient protection for leopards. 

The Convention does not establish a Secretariat or designate the role and frequency of meetings of the 
Conference of the Parties; it also does not contain enforcement measures to address non-compliance with 
the Convention. Article XVI states:  

The Contracting States shall supply the Organization of African Unity with: (a) the text of 
laws, decrees, regulations and instructions in force in their territories, which are intended to 

                                                           
83 African Union’s African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (1968), available at 
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%201001/volume-1001-I-14689-English.pdf.  
84 Revised African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (2003), available at 
http://faolex.fao.org/docs/pdf/mul45449.pdf.  
85 Protocol on Wildlife Conservation and Law Enforcement of the Southern African Development Community 
(1999), available at http://www.sadc.int/files/4813/7042/6186/Wildlife_Conservation.pdf.  
86 See African Union, at http://www.au.int/en/countryprofiles.  
87 Id. at http://www.au.int/en/sites/default/files/ConstitutiveAct_EN.pdf.  
88 Id. at http://www.au.int/en/sites/default/files/treaties/7782-sl-revised_-_nature_and_natural_resources_1.pdf.  

https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%201001/volume-1001-I-14689-English.pdf
http://faolex.fao.org/docs/pdf/mul45449.pdf
http://www.sadc.int/files/4813/7042/6186/Wildlife_Conservation.pdf
http://www.au.int/en/countryprofiles
http://www.au.int/en/sites/default/files/ConstitutiveAct_EN.pdf
http://www.au.int/en/sites/default/files/treaties/7782-sl-revised_-_nature_and_natural_resources_1.pdf
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ensure the implementation of this Convention; (b) reports on the results achieved in applying 
the provisions of this Convention; and (c) all the information necessary for the complete 
documentation of matters dealt with by this Convention if requested. 

However, it is unclear if any States have complied with these requirements. Article XVIII addresses 
settlement of disputes, including the interpretation or application of the Convention, and allows 
submission of concerns by any party to the Commission of Mediation, Conciliation and Arbitration of the 
Organization of African Unity. However, it is unclear if any Party has done so and to what effect. 

Very few African leopard range States to have ratified the Revised African Convention on the 
Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources.89 The Revised Convention has not yet entered into force 
because fifteen Parties must ratify it and only thirteen have done so. 

Several leopard range States have signed the Treaty of the Southern African Development Community 
(SADC):90 Angola, Botswana, DRC, Malawi, Mozambique, Namibia, South Africa, Swaziland, Tanzania, 
Zambia and Zimbabwe.91 Among SADC’s objectives is to “achieve sustainable utilisation of natural 
resources and effective protection of the environment” (Article 5 (g)). Article 22 of SADC calls for the 
establishment of Protocols to achieve the Treaty’s objectives. The SADC Protocol on Wildlife 
Conservation and Law Enforcement92 elaborates on Article 5 (g) of the Treaty. Its objectives are to:  

a) promote the sustainable use of wildlife; b) harmonise legal instruments governing wildlife 
use and conservation; c) enforce wildlife laws within, between and among States Parties; d) 
facilitate the exchange of information concerning wildlife management, utilisation and the 
enforcement of wildlife laws; e) assist in the building of national and regional capacity for 
wildlife management, conservation and enforcement of wildlife laws; f) promote the 
conservation of shared wildlife resources through the establishment of transfrontier 
conservation areas; and g) facilitate community-based natural resources management 
practices for management of wildlife resources (Article 4).  

With regard to wildlife management and conservation programs, Parties shall: “establish management 
programmes for the conservation and sustainable use of wildlife and integrate such programmes into 
national development plans” and “assess and control activities which may significantly affect the 
conservation and sustainable use of wildlife so as to avoid or minimise negative impacts.” (Article 7) 
Parties are also to take measures to ensure the conservation and sustainable use of wildlife including:  

a) the protection of wildlife and wildlife habitats to ensure the maintenance of viable 
wildlife populations; b) prevention of over-exploitation and extinction of species; c) 
restrictions on the taking of wildlife, including but not limited to restrictions on the 
number, sex, size or age of specimens taken and the locality and season during which they 

                                                           
89 Id. at http://www.au.int/en/sites/default/files/treaties/7782-sl-revised_-_nature_and_natural_resources_1.pdf.   
90 Treaty of the Southern African Development Community, available at 
http://www.sadc.int/files/5314/4559/5701/Consolidated_Text_of_the_SADC_Treaty_-
_scanned_21_October_2015.pdf.  
91 Id. at http://www.sadc.int/member-states/  
92 Id. at http://www.sadc.int/files/4813/7042/6186/Wildlife_Conservation.pdf.  

http://www.au.int/en/sites/default/files/treaties/7782-sl-revised_-_nature_and_natural_resources_1.pdf
http://www.sadc.int/files/5314/4559/5701/Consolidated_Text_of_the_SADC_Treaty_-_scanned_21_October_2015.pdf
http://www.sadc.int/files/5314/4559/5701/Consolidated_Text_of_the_SADC_Treaty_-_scanned_21_October_2015.pdf
http://www.sadc.int/member-states/
http://www.sadc.int/files/4813/7042/6186/Wildlife_Conservation.pdf
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may be taken; and d) restrictions on trade in wildlife and its products, both nationally and 
internationally, as required by relevant international agreements.  

Article 12 of the Protocol concerning sanctions states:  

1. Sanctions may be imposed against any State Party which: a) persistently fails, without 
good reason, to fulfill obligations assumed under this Protocol; or b) implements policies 
which undermine the objectives and principles of this Protocol. 2. The Council [SADC 
Council of Ministers] shall determine whether any sanction should be imposed against a 
State Party and shall make the recommendation to the Summit if it decides that a sanction 
is called for. The Summit shall decide, on a case-by-case basis, the appropriate sanction to 
be imposed. 

However, it appears that no such sanctions have been considered or approved. 

The Lusaka Agreement93 is also in force in some leopard range countries (e.g. Kenya, Tanzania, Republic 
of Congo (Brazzaville), Uganda, South Africa, Liberia, Swaziland and Zambia).94 The Agreement entered 
into force in 1994 and has the purpose “To support the member states and collaborating partners in 
reducing and ultimately eliminating illegal trade in wild fauna and flora”. 

The Lusaka Agreement is focused generally on fighting illegal wildlife trade in and between member 
States, including through wildlife enforcement officer training. The leopard could benefit in the future 
from such Lusaka Agreement activities but, to date, there have been no specific programs aimed at illegal 
leopard trade. 

Ineffective conservation policies and inadequate enforcement throughout many leopard range States, as 
well as lack of efficacy of management and lack of government resources, endanger the survival of the 
African leopard (Table 6).  

In addition, while all sub-Saharan African countries that are listed as Threatened under the ESA are 
CITES Parties, only four of these countries have “legislation that is believed generally to meet the 
requirements for implementation of CITES” (Category 1 under the CITES National Legislation Project) 
(Democratic Republic of the Congo, Namibia, South Africa, and Zimbabwe); nine of these countries have 
“legislation that is believed generally not to meet all of the requirements for the implementation of 
CITES” (Category 2) (Botswana, Burundi, Republic of the Congo, Gabon, Kenya, Malawi, Mozambique, 
Tanzania, Zambia); and five have “legislation that is believed generally not to meet the requirements for 
the implementation of CITES” (Category 3) (Angola, Lesotho, Rwanda, Swaziland, Uganda) (Table 6).95  

 

 
                                                           
93 Lusaka Agreement (1994), available at http://lusakaagreement.org/?page_id=126.  
94 Id. at http://lusakaagreement.org/?page_id=24.  
95 The CITES National Legislation Project categorizes Parties by whether or not they have national legislation to 
implement the Convention. Category 1: legislation that is believed generally to meet the requirements for 
implementation of CITES; Category 2: legislation that is believed generally not to meet all of the requirements for 
the implementation of CITES; and Category 3: legislation that is believed generally not to meet the requirements for 
the implementation of CITES. See https://cites.org/legislation.   

http://lusakaagreement.org/?page_id=126
http://lusakaagreement.org/?page_id=24
https://cites.org/legislation
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Table 6. National policies and laws where leopards are listed as Threatened under the ESA. 

Country National Policies, Laws, Regulations 
Angola Wildlife legislation is out-dated and limited; no evidence of consistent enforcement; 

became a CITES Party in December 2013; legislation in Category 3 under the CITES 
National Legislation Project; under law, leopard can be hunted, including by 
foreigners, with a license (DLA Piper 2015). 

Botswana  CITES Party since 1978, National Legislation Project Category 2,96 CITES 
legislation for terrestrial wildlife and for plants enacted. 

Burundi Became a CITES Party in 1988; CITES National Legislation Project Category 2;97 
CITES legislation enacted.  

Republic of 
the Congo 

Strong wildlife protection laws with serious penalties; enforcement is limited and 
inadequate; became a CITES Party in 1983 and the country has Category 2 CITES 
implementing legislation; leopards are a fully protected species (Category A) and 
hunting is not allowed for such species (DLA Piper 2015). 

Democratic 
Republic of 
the Congo 

CITES Party since 1976; legislation is in Category 1 under the CITES National 
Legislation Project.98  

Gabon  There are flaws in the primary wildlife legislation and extremely weak penalties; 
became a CITES Party in 1989; legislation is in Category 2 under the CITES 
National Legislation Project; leopards are a completely protected species and cannot 
be hunted (DLA Piper 2015). 

Kenya Became a CITES Party in 1979; legislation is in Category 2 under the CITES 
National Legislation Project and Kenya is a country “requiring attention as a 
priority;”99 strong wildlife legislation enacted, but implementing legislation is 
pending consultation process. 

Lesotho CITES Party since 2003; legislation is in Category 3 under the CITES National 
Legislation Project; enabling legislation (environmental) enacted.100 

Malawi Became a CITES Party in 1982; legislation is in Category 2 under the CITES 
National Legislation Project.101 

Mozambique Legislation is flawed and inadequate; there is no list of protected species; the law 
does not prohibit the hunting of protected species; Mozambique became a CITES 
Party in 1981; CITES National Legislation Project Category 3; enforcement is 
lacking (DLA Piper 2015). As of January 2016, Mozambique was listed in Category 
2 and identified as a Party requiring attention as a priority, CITES-specific 
legislation enacted but local legal consultant reviewing existing legislation, preparing 
new draft legislation to address gaps, assisting with national consultative process and 
preparing final draft legislation.102 

Namibia  Namibia has a comprehensive national legal framework; Namibia became a CITES 
Party in 1990; legislation is in Category 1 under the CITES National Legislation 
Project; financial penalties are comparatively low considering the potential economic 
value of wildlife; leopards are “protected game” which can be hunted under a permit 
issued by the Ministry of Environment and Tourism (DLA Piper 2015). 

                                                           
96 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf.  
97 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf.  
98 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Cat1.pdf.  
99 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf.  
100 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table3-less20.pdf. 
101 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf.  
102 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf.  

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Cat1.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table3-less20.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf
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Country National Policies, Laws, Regulations 
Rwanda CITES Party since 1981; CITES National Legislation Project Category 3 and 

identified as a Party requiring attention as a priority.103 
South Africa  South Africa has an “impressive suite” of wildlife regulations and stringent penalties; 

South Africa has been a CITES Party since 1975; it is in Category 1 of the CITES 
National Legislation Project; the leopard is a “protected species” which may be 
hunted under permit; the provinces implement the national laws and there is great 
disparity between the provinces in this regard; South Africa lacks the enforcement 
and prosecutorial capacity to adequately combat wildlife crimes (DLA Piper 2015). 

Swaziland CITES Party since 1997; CITES National Legislation Project Category 3; 
Comprehensive draft and revised draft legislation prepared.104 

Tanzania   CITES Party since 1980; CITES National Legislation Project Category 2 and 
identified as a Party requiring attention as a priority;105 legislation enacted for 
Tanzania mainland but lack of legislation for Zanzibar a major concern.  

Uganda CITES Party since 1991; CITES National Legislation Project Category 3;106 Wildlife 
Policy adopted; draft legislation aligned with policy and submitted to Cabinet. 

Zambia Zambia’s national wildlife laws are inadequate as there are significant omissions and 
confusion; Zambia has been a CITES Party since 1981 and its legislation is in 
Category 2 under the CITES National Legislation Project; Zambia’s laws do not 
prohibit the hunting and trade of “protected species” for commercial purposes; the 
leopard is not a protected species but is classified as a “dangerous” animal and a 
“game animal”; the laws have strong penalties for some violations (illegal hunting of 
elephants) but these do not extend to other species, including leopards; fines are 
inadequate compared to potential profits; Zambia banned big cat hunting in 2013 and 
2014, except in Game Management Areas, due to declining numbers and allegations 
of corruption in the awarding of safari hunting concessions (DLA Piper 2015). 

Zimbabwe  Zimbabwe has detailed legislation and comprehensive penalties; nonetheless, 
enforcement is inadequate and wildlife crime is widespread; CITES Party since 
1981; Zimbabwe’s legislation is in Category 1 under the CITES National Legislation 
Project.107  

 

 
E. Other Natural or Manmade Factors Affecting the Species’ Existence 
 

1. Prey Depletion 
 

Leopard population densities are directly related to biomass of medium (10-40 kg) and large-sized wild 
herbivores, the main leopard prey (Stein et al. 2016). However, populations of such herbivores have been 
severely depleted by the unsustainable bushmeat trade which is considered to be a major threat to the 
survival of the African leopard (Jacobson et al. 2016a, Stein et al. 2016). As noted in Jackson et al. 
(1989), the existence of suitable habitat in and of itself does not mean that leopards will be present; there 
are many places with suitable habitat that contain no leopards because the prey has been depleted. In 
some places, bushmeat hunting has nearly eliminated the small- to medium-sized animals preferred as 

                                                           
103 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf.  
104 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table3-less20.pdf.  
105 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf.  
106 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf.  
107 CITES, at https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Cat1.pdf.  

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table3-less20.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Table1-Priority17.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP+Table2-20years.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/prog/Legislation/CITES-NLP-Cat1.pdf
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prey by leopards (Jackson et al. 1989). According to Stein et al. (2016), Craigie et al. (2010) found an 
estimated 59% average decline in leopard prey populations in 78 protected areas in West, East and 
Southern Africa between 1970 and 2005 due to commercialized bushmeat trade.  
 
In intact rainforests where there is intense competition with humans for wild prey and “wild meat harvests 
denudes forests of prey” and may drive local leopard extinction (Henschel 2008). Bushmeat hunting in 
the Congo Basin for local and commercial use has reduced the wild prey base, resulting in lower leopard 
densities and even the disappearance of leopards from some places (Henschel 2008, 2009). Leopard range 
is largely reduced in human-populated areas in the Democratic Republic of the Congo due illegal hunting 
and bushmeat trade (Stein et al. 2016). Bushmeat poaching in Mozambique and Zambia has severely 
reduced leopard prey inside and outside of protected areas (Stein et al. 2016). 

 
2. Human-Leopard Conflict 
 

Intense persecution, particularly for livestock loss but also for human deaths and injury, is a major threat 
to the leopard in Africa (Ray et al. 2005, Henschel 2008, Stein et al. 2016). About 60-70% of Africa’s 
people rely on agriculture and livestock for their livelihoods, and the human population of Africa is 
expected to more than double by 2050 (Stein et al. 2016); thus, the future will likely see increasing 
numbers of people using increasing amounts of land in conflict with decreasing numbers of leopards. 
Currently, many sub-Saharan African countries allow farmers to kill predators considered to be a threat to 
life or property without first obtaining a permit; it is likely that a large number of leopards are killed but 
not reported; and the total number of leopards killed due to conflict is unknown (Stein et al. 2016). 
Leopards have been eradicated from some areas in order to protect livestock and humans (Jackson et al. 
1989). Marker and Dickman (2005) found leopard densities to be lower outside of reserves despite there 
being no marked difference in prey biomass between protected and unprotected areas; the authors 
explained that “the lower leopard density outside reserves was probably a result of local persecution by 
landowners, as leopards are commonly considered a threat both to people and their stock.” (p. 113). And 
indiscriminate killing, such as the poisoning of carcasses aimed at attracting and killing carnivores of any 
and all types, and the use of snares to kill other species, is also a threat to the survival of leopards 
(Henschel 2008, Jorge 2012). 
 

* * * 
As demonstrated in this Petition, the current listing of leopards in “southern Africa” is biologically, 
legally, and geographically unsound, as it relies on biased anecdotal reports that have been discredited for 
over two decades, and leopards in the 18 countries currently listed as Threatened are in danger of 
extinction based on the ESA listing factors and should be included along with leopards in Asia and North 
and West Africa in one species-level Endangered listing.  The Service cannot continue to maintain this 
unlawful split-listing and must immediately initiate a status review of the species. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3). 
Indeed, in order to ensure that listings are based on the best available science, the ESA requires FWS to 
“conduct, at least once every five years, a review of all species” listed under the ESA to determine if such 
species should be reclassified or removed from the list. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(c)(2) (emphasis added). See 
also 50 C.F.R. § 424.21; Florida Home Builders Ass’n v. Norton, 496 F.Supp.2d 1330 (M.D. Fl. 2007) 
(making clear that FWS has a non-discretionary duty to conduct five-year status reviews of each species 
listed under the ESA). Since finalizing the 1982 listing for leopards in southern Africa, FWS has not 
conducted a single five year review for Panthera pardus, in violation of the ESA. Thus, FWS must 
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expedite the processing of this petition and immediately issue a positive 90-day finding to begin this long-
overdue status review. Petitioners are confident that a status review will reveal that listing the species 
Panthera pardus as Endangered across its entire African and Asian range is warranted. 
 
  
V.    FWS Must Immediately Restrict Leopard Trophy Imports 
 
Additionally, even before FWS completes a status review of the species, we hereby petition the Service 
take immediate action to restrict leopard imports to address the primary impact that the U.S. has on 
leopard conservation. First, we urge FWS to suspend the issuance of CITES import permits for Panthera 
pardus trophies until the FWS non-detriment advice memoranda are updated for each range country 
where trophy hunting occurs. Second, we urge FWS to rescind the special rule pertaining to leopards from 
southern Africa (50 C.F.R. § 17.40(f)) to require ESA permits for all otherwise prohibited activities, 
consistent with 50 C.F.R. § 17.31(a). 

A. FWS Must Suspend Leopard Trophy Imports Pending Scientific Review 
 
It is arbitrary and capricious for the Service to issue CITES import permits for leopard trophies based on 
the faulty 1982, 1983, or 2015 non-detriment advice memoranda. As detailed above, those memoranda 
are not supported by the best available science and, therefore, the Service cannot possibly rely on those 
memoranda to make a reasoned finding that the issuance of leopard trophy import permits “will not be 
detrimental to the survival of that species.” CITES Art. III; 50 C.F.R. § 23.61 (“Detrimental activities, 
depending on the species, could include, among other things, unsustainable use and any activities that 
would pose a net harm to the status of the species in the wild. For Appendix I species, it also includes use 
or removal from the wild that results in habitat loss or destruction, interference with recovery efforts for a 
species, or stimulation of further trade.”).  
 
Under the Administrative Procedure Act, a reviewing court shall “hold unlawful and set aside agency 
action, findings, and conclusions found to be ... arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of discretion, or otherwise 
not in accordance with law[.]” 5 U.S.C. § 706(2). In evaluating agency actions under this standard, courts 
must consider “whether the [agency's] decision was based on a consideration of the relevant factors and 
whether there has been a clear error of judgment.” Marsh v. Oregon Natural Res. Council, 490 U.S. 360, 
378 (1989) (citation and internal quotation marks omitted); Citizens to Preserve Overton Park v. Volpe, 
401 U.S. 402, 416 (1971). If an agency, however, “failed to provide a reasoned explanation, or where the 
record belies the agency's conclusion, [the court] must undo its action.” Cnty. of Los Angeles v. Shalala, 
192 F.3d 1005, 1021 (D.C.Cir.1999). At the very least, the agency must have reviewed relevant data and 
articulated a satisfactory explanation establishing a “rational connection between the facts found and the 
choice made.” Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n, 463 U.S. at 43 (internal quotation marks omitted); see also 
Pub. Citizen, Inc. v. Fed. Aviation Admin., 988 F.2d 186, 197 (D.C.Cir.1993) (“The requirement that 
agency action not be arbitrary or capricious includes a requirement that the agency adequately explain its 
result.”). “[A]n agency acts arbitrarily or capriciously if it ‘has relied on factors which Congress has not 
intended it to consider, entirely failed to consider an important aspect of the problem, offered an 
explanation for its decision that runs counter to the evidence before the agency, or is so implausible that it 
could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of agency expertise.” Am. Wildlands, 530 F.3d 
at 997-98 (quoting Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n, 463 U.S. at 43).  
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In order to comply with the APA, ESA, and CITES, the Service must not issue any leopard trophy import 
permits unless or until it has strictly scrutinized the trophy hunting programs of leopard range states to 
determine whether recreational offtake of this imperiled species is sustainable. In order to facilitate that 
evaluation, the Service should determine whether the range state from which the trophy originated: 
 

 Has an approved and current national leopard management plan, which develops and implements 
conservation activities for specific leopard conservation units and works in concert with regional 
leopard management plans. Such national management plans should be developed using the 
IUCN SSC guidelines for strategic conservation planning, based on scientific information, and 
implemented in a manner that benefits the species and provides economic incentives for local 
communities to protect and expand leopard habitat. 

 Has up-to-date estimates on leopard distribution range, abundance, and status. 
 Observes a precautionary approach to establishing hunting quotas given current leopard 

population trends. 
 Carries a credible capacity to monitor and manage leopard populations in order to maintain 

healthy numbers and genetic diversity. 
 Has appointed an identified national leopard plan coordinator. 
 Implements its leopard management in a manner that is informed by the biological needs of the 

species and is based on the best available science. 
 Has sound law enforcement capabilities to deter or punish illegal retaliatory killings. 
 Involves local communities in leopard protection and humane conflict mitigation strategies.  
 Implements a human-leopard conflict management plan (including rapid response, mitigation 

approaches, a training component, education). 
 Actively promotes wildlife-integrated land-use to ensure land-use planning does not negatively 

impact leopard conservation. 
 Achieves conservation targets within identified time frames. 
 Documents the achievement of stated goals and monitor and evaluate the implementation of the 

plan, and adapt it as necessary. 
 Is in compliance with all international, regional and national commitments, agreements and 

regulations relating to wildlife (and specifically leopard) conservation, including (but not limited 
to) CITES. 

 Has enacted laws and provided ample resources for enforcement against illegal trade in leopards 
and their parts. 

 Cooperates with neighboring countries for transboundary leopard population conservation and 
monitoring. 

 Has a system for measuring good governance when it comes to wildlife conservation/protection 
policy making and its implementation (for example, transparency International’s corruption 
perception index). 

 Has credible policies for managing any hunting offtake, including: 
o A science-based system for establishing hunting quotas which is demonstrably 

sustainable at a population level; 
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o Price-setting (taxes and minimum number of safari days) and a system of concession 
leasing that increase the value of leopards across their range (no competition on price); 

o Hunting moratoria for any declining populations; 
o A verifiable and enforceable mechanism to ensure no subadults or females are taken; 
o An adaptive management  policy of monitoring the impacts of the removal of individuals 

on remaining populations , and adjusting quotas accordingly; and  
o A demonstrable commitment to ensure proceeds of trophy hunting are used to benefit 

wildlife (and specifically leopard) conservation and communities living with wildlife. 
 
The status of Panthera pardus has changed dramatically since the 1982 and 1983 memoranda were 
drafted, and it is entirely arbitrary and capricious for the Service to rely on those memoranda to make 
non-detriment findings. It is particularly egregious for the Service to turn a blind eye to the last decade of 
warnings from leopard experts that the Martin and De Meulenaer’s report of 700,000 leopards in Africa is 
completely inaccurate, and to have doubled-down on this bad science in issuing its 2015 non-detriment 
advice for Mozambique.  
 
Additionally, the existing non-detriment advice memoranda only purport to authorize leopard imports 
from South Africa if they originate from “Transvaal” – but this now-defunct region does not encompass 
the whole of the leopard’s range in South Africa and it does not appear that the Service has limited 
leopard trophy imports from South Africa to this part of the country.  Thus, it appears that the Service’s 
practice of allowing American trophy hunters to import their leopard kills does not even comply with its 
own non-detriment advice, which is arbitrary, capricious, and not in accordance with law. 
 
Thus, in order to comply with CITES, the ESA, and the APA, FWS must immediately initiate a review of 
the leopard hunting programs in African range states, prioritizing the seven countries from which FWS 
currently allows leopard trophy imports: Mozambique, Botswana, South Africa, Tanzania, Zambia, 
Zimbabwe, Namibia. Unless or until such review is completed, FWS cannot lawfully issue any CITES 
import permits for leopard trophies. 
 
 

B. FWS Should Repeal the ESA Special Rule for Leopards 
 
In addition to taking the above action regarding CITES import permits, FWS must also take immediate 
action to apply the enhancement standard to leopard trophy imports. As discussed above, FWS committed 
in 1982 to not issue leopard trophy import permits unless the enhancement standard was met. See 47 Fed. 
Reg. at 4205 (import permit for leopard trophies will only be issued if “it is determined that the country of 
origin for the trophy has a management program for the leopard, and can show that its populations can 
sustain a sport hunting harvest, and that sport hunting enhances the survival of the species”) (emphasis 
added). The Service has completely abdicated this duty, primarily through the adoption of a special rule 
that waives the requirement for ESA permits for leopard trophy imports. 50 C.F.R. § 17.40(f). In order to 
require ESA permits for all otherwise prohibited activities, consistent with 50 C.F.R. § 17.31(a), the 
Service should rescind this special rule. 
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As an initial matter, the Service only has authority under the ESA to issue special rules that are 
“necessary and advisable to provide for the conservation of such species.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(d). Special 
rules must be designed and implemented to actually promote the conservation of the Threatened species. 
See Sierra Club v. Clark, 755 F.2d 608 (8th Cir. 1985); 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b) (the primary purpose of the 
ESA is to “provide a program for the conservation of such endangered species”); 16 U.S.C. § 1532(3) (the 
term “conservation” means “to use…all methods and procedures which are necessary to bring any 
endangered species or threatened species to the point at which the measures provided pursuant to this 
chapter are no longer necessary”). The current special rule – which allows American trophy hunters to 
exploit African leopards with little oversight, constituting a recognized threat to the species – is not 
necessary or advisable to provide for leopard conservation. Indeed, as demonstrated in this Petition, 
trophy hunting of leopards is poorly managed, unsustainable, and does not promote the conservation of 
Panthera pardus.   
 
Therefore, the Service must take action to apply the enhancement standard to leopard trophy imports, in 
addition to requiring compliance with CITES permitting standards. See, e.g.,  FWS, Ensuring the Future 
of the Black Rhino (Nov. 25, 2014), at http://www.fws.gov/news/blog/index.cfm/2014/11/25/Ensuring-
the-Future-of-the-Black-Rhino (acknowledging that the ESA enhancement standard is more stringent than 
the CITES non-detriment standard and that these rhino import permits will only be issued if the Service 
finds “that the rhino is taken as part of a well-managed conservation program that contributes to the long-
term survival of the species”). 
 
Rescinding the leopard special rule – the only purpose of which is to waive the ESA permitting 
requirements for trophy imports – would achieve this goal.  Such action would be consistent with the 
Service’s recent action to reign in the unfettered imports of African elephant and lion trophies. See 50 
C.F.R. § 17.40(e) (“African elephant sport-hunted trophies may be imported into the United States 
provided: (A) The trophy was legally taken in an African elephant range country that declared an ivory 
export quota to the CITES Secretariat for the year in which the trophy animal was killed; (B) A 
determination is made that the killing of the trophy animal will enhance the survival of the species and the 
trophy is accompanied by a threatened species permit issued under § 17.32; (C) The trophy is legibly 
marked in accordance with 50 CFR part 23; (D) The requirements in 50 CFR parts 13, 14, and 23 have 
been met; and (E) No more than two African elephant sport-hunted trophies are imported by any hunter in 
a calendar year.”); 50 C.F.R. § 17.40(r)(2) (“The import exemption found in § 17.8 for threatened wildlife 
listed in Appendix II of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and 
Flora (CITES) does not apply to this subspecies. A threatened species import permit under § 17.32 is 
required for the importation of all specimens of Panthera leo melanochaita.”). See also Safari Club Int’l 
v. Jewell, 76 F.Supp.3d 198 (D.D.C.2014) (upholding the Service’s non-detriment advice memorandum 
and enhancement memorandum finding that elephant trophy imports from Tanzania are unsustainable); 
80 Fed. Reg. 79999 (Dec. 23, 2015) (FWS committing to review African lion range state management 
plans prior to issuing any ESA import permits for lion trophies).   
 
Moreover, because the trophy hunting industry has been on notice since 1982 that the import of leopard 
trophies must meet the enhancement standard before being authorized, the Service could issue a 
Director’s Order to reiterate that the commitment made in the 1982 rule remains in force. Such order 
would be consistent with recent action that the Director took to prohibit FWS from issuing ESA or CITES 

http://www.fws.gov/news/blog/index.cfm/2014/11/25/Ensuring-the-Future-of-the-Black-Rhino
http://www.fws.gov/news/blog/index.cfm/2014/11/25/Ensuring-the-Future-of-the-Black-Rhino
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trophy import permits for any species to individuals who previously violated federal wildlife law, and 
directing FWS to “consider all relevant facts or information available” when determining whether to issue 
a permit.108 It would also be consistent with the Director’s order to strengthen enforcement of existing 
laws pertaining to the trade in ivory (including ivory obtained through trophy hunting), making clear that 
the burden of proof is on the importer “to definitively show” that the importation of elephant tusks is ESA 
compliant.109 
 
Thus, while the Service considers this Petition to reclassify all Panthera pardus as Endangered, it must 
take swift action to bring its existing regulations and practice into compliance with the ESA by rescinding 
the special rule for leopards, applying the enhancement standard to any applications for leopard trophy 
imports, and updating the non-detriment advice memoranda for any country that authorizes leopard 
trophy hunting. See Declaration of Dr. Jane Goodall, ¶ 9-12; Declaration of Dereck Joubert, ¶ 19 (“The 
effort to protect leopards from extinction is vital – we no longer have the luxury of time to use or abuse 
these big cats for our own desires. Poaching of leopards – primarily for the fur trade – continues at 
unsustainable rates, and the African leopard is under immense threats from habitat loss and human 
conflict. To allow the trophy hunting of leopards for recreational purposes to continue unchecked is 
scientifically and ethically unjustified.”). 
 
 
VI. Conclusion 
 
This Petition presents substantial scientific and commercial information indicating that the petitioned 
action – listing all Panthera pardus as Endangered – may be warranted. See 50 C.F.R. § 424.14(b).  
Therefore, Petitioners expect that the Service will promptly issue a positive 90-day finding on this 
Petition. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3). Further, because the Service has never reviewed the 1982 listing for 
Panthera pardus, the Service must immediately initiate a status review of the African leopard to bring 
that listing into compliance with the Endangered Species Act. Id. at § 1533(c)(2). 
 
Not only must the Service reevaluate this listing to ensure it is based on the best available science, but it 
must take immediate action to restrict the import of African leopard trophies by requiring Endangered 
Species Act permits, applying the enhancement standard to each proposed import of leopard parts, and 
reevaluating its CITES non-detriment advice for African leopard range states. Indeed, a recent 
Congressional report specifically directs the Service to “rescind regulations that allow trophy imports to 
meet lesser conservation standards and require enhancement findings and import permits for all trophies 
of listed species.”110 
 
 
 
 

                                                           
108 See FWS, Director’s Order No. 212 § 3 (Dec. 9, 2015), available at http://www.fws.gov/policy/do212.pdf.  
109 See FWS, Director’s Order No. 210 § 2 (Feb. 25, 2014), available at http://www.fws.gov/policy/do210.pdf.  
110 Representative Raul M. Grijalva, Missing the Mark: African Trophy Hunting Fails to Show Consistent 
Conservation Benefits” (June 13, 2016), available at http://democrats-
naturalresources.house.gov/imo/media/doc/Missing%20the%20Mark.pdf.  

http://www.fws.gov/policy/do212.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/policy/do210.pdf
http://democrats-naturalresources.house.gov/imo/media/doc/Missing%20the%20Mark.pdf
http://democrats-naturalresources.house.gov/imo/media/doc/Missing%20the%20Mark.pdf
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Declaration of Jane Goodall, Ph.D., DBE 
Founder, the Jane Goodall Institute & UN Messenger of Peace 

  

England  )  
   ) 
County of Dorset ) 
 

 I, Jane Goodall, hereby declare as follows: 

1.  I reside in Bournemouth, England.   

2.  I received my Ph.D. in ethology from Cambridge University in 1965 and I have received over 
45 honorary degrees from universities around the world.  I have held several academic 
appointments, including serving as a professor at Stanford University, University of Southern 
California, Cornell University (Andrew D. White Professor at Large), and the University of Dar 
Es Salaam, and I routinely lecture on the topics of primatology, ethology, and conservation.  I 
began studying the behavior of wild chimpanzees in what is now known as Gombe National 
Park, Tanzania, in 1960.  I have written 15 books, plus 16 children’s books, many of them 
drawing upon my knowledge of African wildlife and conservation efforts, and have co-authored 
more than 86 research papers that have been published in peer-reviewed scientific journals.  I am 
a United Nations Messenger of Peace and I currently serve in an advisory capacity in more than 
100 organizations, including the Wildlife Conservation Society, the Cougar Fund and other 
groups that work on big cat conservation. A copy of my curriculum vitae is attached hereto.   

3.  In 1977, I founded the Jane Goodall Institute (JGI), which supports community-centered 
conservation in areas of East Africa and the Congo Basin. For example, JGI is working with 54 
villages in western Tanzania to promote environmentally friendly agricultural practices, improve 
education, build efficient stoves to reduce demand for timber, and raise local incomes in order to 
mitigate deforestation and habitat loss for chimpanzees.  JGI has also protected hundreds of 
thousands of acres of land in Tanzania, Uganda and Democratic Republic of Congo in which 
local communities have been empowered with technology to report activities that relate to 
habitat destruction and poaching. 

4.  The study of the Gombe chimpanzees is one of the two longest running studies of any wild 
animal species – now 56 years long – and my colleagues and I have made significant discoveries 
regarding the behavior of chimpanzees in Gombe, including the use and manufacture of tools, 
hunting and meat sharing, food preferences, ranging patterns, mother-offspring and sibling 
relationships, communication patterns, reproductive behavior, social dominance, personality 
differences, intercommunity “war” and the cultural traditions of a chimpanzee community.  
While conducting field work at Gombe, I have seen leopards on multiple occasions. 



5.  Based on my personal knowledge of African wildlife and for the following reasons, I support 
this administrative petition to extend the full protections of the Endangered Species Act to 
African leopards and to immediately increase scrutiny of leopard trophy imports into the U.S.   

6. I have observed a significant decline in the presence of leopards in Gombe and other locations 
in Africa I have visited for decades. Leopards are extremely elusive and although I did not 
frequently see them when I first arrived at Gombe, it was apparent through their prints, scat, and 
sound that leopards were commonly there. Several months after I began tracking the 
chimpanzees, I experienced my first siting of a leopard, a male who passed only a few yards 
away from me through the long grass. In the 1960s and 1970s, two leopards routinely ranged 
through the Kakombe valley in Gombe and Gombe rangers would see leopards on the beach of 
Lake Tanganyika at night. One actually sometimes visited my camp at night. But today Gombe, 
Tanzania’s smallest national park, is increasingly pressured by human encroachment and it has 
been some years since there was any verified observation of any leopard.  

7. At multiple other field sites where researchers study chimpanzees – such as Tai National Park 
in Cote d’Ivoire, the Bili-Uele Forest in Democratic Republic of Congo, and Mahale Mountains 
National Park in Tanzania – there have been documented instances of chimpanzee and leopard 
interactions. Chimpanzees sometimes appear to demonstrate fear of leopards and even behave 
more altruistically in the presence of leopards (suggesting that leopards may predate on 
chimpanzees, a theory supported by a 2012 study that discovered a chimpanzee patella and 
phalanges in leopard scat), but there have also been documented instances of chimpanzees 
antagonizing leopards (including evidence of chimpanzees killing leopard cubs and one incident 
of chimpanzees eating an adult leopard). There are also examples of baboons on the Serengeti 
forcing leopards to take refuge in a tree, and reports from Ruaha National Park of leopards 
preying on baboons. This fascinating behavior is increasingly difficult to observe, due to the 
decline in the leopard’s population and range. 

8.  It is absolutely clear that leopards – like most wildlife in Africa – are at greater risk of 
extinction today than they were in 1982 when the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service listed southern 
African leopards as Threatened.  In the nearly six decades during which I have learned a great 
deal about wildlife in Tanzania and other African countries, the human population has more than 
doubled, resulting in rapidly vanishing wildlife habitat, wiping out forests and grasslands 
essential to sustain leopards and their prey. Large mammals – like leopards and chimpanzees – 
play essential roles in their ecosystems, and in order to preserve these magnificent animals in 
perpetuity it will require all nations to exercise their full power to promote the conservation of 
imperiled species. 

9. Given the precipitous decline of African leopards in recent decades, and because the threats to 
the continued existence of Panthera pardus and its habitat are significant, the United States must 
ensure that it is not contributing to the imperilment of this species and do all it can to promote 
the conservation of leopards in Africa. Thus, it is completely unacceptable that American trophy 



hunters continue to import hundreds of leopard trophies per year, apparently for recreational 
purposes. 

10. Trophy hunters target large males in their prime – those who carry the genes likely to result 
in the perpetuation of strength and magnificence, splendid individuals whose decapitated heads 
disfigure the walls of countless wealthy homes. Trophy hunters routinely boast about the animals 
they have killed, posting photographs of their smiling faces hovering over the lifeless bodies of 
their conquests, even though the prey (which may be drugged or baited) is often shot with a high 
powered rifle from a safe distance. Trophy hunters sometimes defend this malicious slaughter by 
claiming that the money they pay for the pleasure of killing is what enables impoverished 
countries to pay for conservation of wildlife, but this argument has many flaws.  

11. The money paid to hunt a leopard or other trophy animal is often counted as profit by a 
hunting outfitter and does not usually end up in a conservation program. And as the founder of 
an organization that has worked for decades on community-based conservation in Africa, I can 
say confidently that putting a bounty on the heads of individual animals is counter-productive to 
promoting their protection. Indeed, normalizing the recreational killing of a species promotes 
poaching of the species for commercial purposes. On the whole, trophy hunting is having a 
negative impact on populations of imperiled species, including leopards, which are subject to 
unsustainable quotas across their African range. Conservation programs are only as effective as 
the governmental organizations responsible for managing them, and the countries where the most 
trophy hunting occurs have high levels of corruption. 

12. In my expert opinion, leopards across their African range are in danger of extinction and the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service should strictly regulate the import of hunting trophies and other 
leopard parts in order to not continue to contribute to the decline of this endangered species. 

 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United 
States of America that the foregoing is, in my professional opinion, true and correct. 

 

       

        Dr. Jane Goodall 

 

Executed on the 20th day of July, 2016   
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1990 Gold Medal of the Society of Women Geographers, USA 

1990 Washoe Award 

1990 The Kyoto Prize in Basic Science, Japan 

1991 The Edinburgh Medal, UK 

1993 Rainforest Alliance Lifetime Achievement Award, USA 

1994 Chester Zoo Diamond Jubilee Medal, UK 

1995 Commander of the British Empire, presented by Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II, 
UK 

1995 The National Geographic Society Hubbard Medal for Distinction in Exploration, 
Discovery, and Research, USA 

1995 Lifetime Achievement Award, In Defense of Animals, USA 

1995 The Moody Gardens Environmental Award, USA 

1995 Honorary Wardenship of Uganda National Parks, Uganda 

1996 The Zoological Society of London Silver Medal, UK 

1996 The Tanzanian Kilimanjaro Medal, Tanzania 

1996 The Primate Society of Great Britain Conservation Award, UK 

1996 The Caring Institute Award, USA 

1996 The Polar Bear Award, National Alliance for Animals 

1996 William Proctor Prize for Scientific Achievement, Sigma Xi, USA 

1997 Tyler Prize for Environmental Achievement, USA 

1997 David S. Ingalls, Jr. Award for Excellence 

1997 Common Wealth Award for Public Service, USA 

1997 The Field Museum's Award of Merit 

1997 Royal Geographical Society / Discovery Channel Europe Award for A Lifetime of 
Discovery 
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1997 Global 500 Roll of Honour Award, UNEP, Seoul, Korea 

1998 Disney's Animal Kingdom Eco Hero Award, USA 

1998 National Science Board Public Service Award, USA 

1998 The Orion Society’s John Hay Award, USA 

1999 International Peace Award, Community of Christ, USA 

1999 Botanical Research Institute of Texas International Award of Excellence in 
Conservation, USA 

2000 Reorganized Church of the Latter Day Saints International Peace Award, USA 

2001 Graham J. Norton Award for Achievement in Increasing Community Liability 

2001 Rungius Award of the National Museum of Wildlife Art, USA 

2001 Master Peace Award  

2001 Gandhi/King Award for Non-Violence, USA 

2002 The Huxley Memorial Medal, Royal Anthropological Institute of Great Britain and 
Ireland 

2002 United Nations Messenger of Peace Appointment, USA 

2003 Benjamin Franklin Medal in Life Science, USA 

2003 Harvard Medical School's Center for Health and the Global Environmental Citizen 
Award, USA 

2003 Prince of Asturias Award for Technical and Scientific Achievement, Spain 

2003 Chicago Academy of Sciences’ Honorary Environmental Leader Award, USA 

2003 Commonwealth Club Centennial Medallion Award  

2004 Dame of the British Empire, presented by HRH Prince Charles, UK 

2004 Teachers College Columbia University Medal for Distinguished Service to 
Education, USA 

2004 Nierenberg Prize for Science in the Public Interest, USA 
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2004 Will Rogers Spirit Award, the Rotary Club of Will Rogers and Will Rogers 
Memorial Museums 

2004 Lifetime Achievement Award, the International Fund for Animal Welfare (IFAW), 
USA 

2004 Polar Star Award, Paris, France 

2004 Save Our Species Award, Santa Barbara, Calif., USA 

2004 Time Magazine European Heroes Award 

2004 Extraordinary Service to Humanity Award, The Bear Search and Rescue 
Foundation, USA 

2004 Medal for Distinguished Service to Education, Teachers College, Columbia 
University, N.Y., USA 

2005 Lifetime Achievement Award, Jackson Hole Wildlife Film Festival, USA 

2005 Siemens Academy of Life Award, Austria  

2005 Westminster College President’s Medal, Salt Lake City, Utah, USA 

2005 National Organization for Women’s Intrepid Award, USA 

2005 Honorary Conservation Award, University of Iowa, USA 

2005 Discovery and Imagination Stage Award, USA 

2005 Westminster College President's Medal for Exemplary Achievement, Utah, USA 

2005 Pax Natura Award, Utah, USA 

2005 Two Wings Award, Vienna, Austria 

2006 International Patron of the Immortal Chaplains Foundation, USA 

2006 UNESCO 60th Anniversary Golden Medal Award, Paris, France 

2006 French Legion of Honor, awarded by the President of France, Mr. Jacques Chirac, 
and presented by Prime Minister Dominique de Villepin 

2006 Lifetime Achievement Award, Jules Verne Adventures 

2006 Biophilia Award, Jazzpur Society, Windsor, Canada 
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2006 Genesis Award, Humane Society of the United States, USA 

2007 Lifetime Achievement Award, WINGS WorldQuest 

2007 Honorary Medal of the City of Paris, presented by Mr. Bertrand Delanoë, mayor of 
Paris, France 

2007 Roger Tory Peterson Memorial Medal, Harvard Museum of Natural History, USA 

2008 Presidential Medal for Global and Visionary Leadership, Montana State University, 
Bozeman, Mont., USA 

2008 Prix de la Fondation Prince Albert II de Monaco, presented to David Lefranc by 
Prince Albert II of Monaco 

2008 Prize for Sustainable Community Development, Weidemann Foundation, Calif., 
USA 

2008 State of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations Citation, R.I., USA 

2008 Eurogroup Award, Brussels, Belgium 

2008 Courage of Conscience Award, The Peace Abbey, Sherborn, Mass., USA 

2008 Environmental Education Award of Hebei University of Science and Technology, 
China 

2008 L.S.B Leakey Foundation Prize for Multidisciplinary Research on Ape and Human 
Evolution (Leakey Prize), USA 

2009 United States Department of the Interior, The Secretary’s Lifetime Achievement 
Award, presented by Mr. Ken Salazar, USA 

2009 Minerva Award, USA 

2010 Association of American Geographers Atlas Award, USA 

2010 International Golden Doves for Peace Award, Italy 

2010 Peace Hero, Kids for Peace, USA 

2010 BAMBI Award, Germany 

2010 NEA Award for Outstanding Service to Public Education, NEA Foundation, 
Washington, D.C., USA  
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2011 Order of Merit of the Italian Republic, Italy 

2011 Mayor’s Medallion, Lincoln, Neb., USA 

2011 Heart of Green Award for Lifetime Achievement, TheDailyGreen.com, USA 

2011 Focus magazine’s Greatest Personality of Planete Doc Film Festival, Poland 

2011 Honorary International Ranger Award, The Thin Green Line Foundation and 
International Ranger Federation, Australia 

2011 Inspirational International Award, The Inspiration Awards for Women, USA 

2011 Grand Officer of the Order of Merit of the Italian Republic, presented by the 
President of the Republic’s Counselor Magistrate Dr. Elio Berarducci 

2012 Lifetime Achievement Award, The Observer Ethical Awards, UK 

2012 Outstanding Harmony Award in Rio+20, World Harmony Foundation, Australia 

2012 Anne Marrow Lindberg Award for Living with Grace and Distinction, Huffington 
Center for Aging, USA 

2012 II Monito del Giardino international award, Italy  

2012 AARP Inspire Award, USA  

2013 Varner Vitality Lecture, Oakland University, Michigan, USA 

2013 WildCare Environmental Award, California, USA 

2013, Wyland Icon Award, USA 

2014 Better Malaysia Foundation (BMF) Person of the Year Award, Kuala Lumpur, 
Malaysia 

2014 Animal Defence and Anti-Vivisection Society, Person of the Year Award, British 
Columbia, Canada 

2014 Distinguished Lecturer, the University of Iowa Lecture Committee, Iowa, USA 

2014 Invercargill Vegan Society Award, Dunedin, New Zealand 

2014 BAUM Award, Germany 

2014 Look! World Achievement Award  
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2014 Green Prize Award, Santa Monica Public Library 

2014, Recognition of lifelong contributions to wildlife protection from MOTC, Taiwan  

2014, World Technology Network (WTN) Award for Use of Technology in Policy, New 
York, USA 

2014, President’s Medal from the British Academy, London, UK  

2014, Captain Planet Foundation Exemplar Award, Atlanta, GA USA 

2015, Asia Pacific Brand Foundation, The BrandLaureate Legendary Award, Malaysia  

2015, Premi Internacional Catalunya Prize, Catalonia, Spain   

2015, The Perfect World Foundation, Conservationist of the Year 2015, Stockholm, 
Sweden 

2015, the Orang Utan Republik Foundation, Pongo Environmental Award, Beverly Hills, 
CA USA 

Publications 

Books  

1967 My Friends the Wild Chimpanzees. Washington, D.C.: National Geographic 
Society 

1971 Innocent Killers (with H. van Lawick). Boston: Houghton Mifflin; London: Collins. 

1971 In the Shadow of Man. Boston: Houghton Mifflin; London: Collins.  
Published in 48 languages. 

1986 The Chimpanzees of Gombe: Patterns of Behavior. Boston: Bellknap Press of the 
Harvard University Press. Published also in Japanese and Russian. 

R.R. Hawkins Award for the Outstanding Technical, Scientific or Medical book of 1986, 
to Bellknap Press of Harvard University Press, Boston. 

The Wildlife Society (USA) Award for "Outstanding Publication in Wildlife Ecology and 
Management." 

1990 Through a Window: My Thirty Years with the Chimpanzees of Gombe. London: 
Weidenfeld & Nicolson; Boston: Houghton Mifflin. 
Translated into more than 15 languages. 
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1991 Penguin edition, UK. American Library Association "Best" list among Nine 
Notable Books (Nonfiction) for 1991. 

1993 Visions of Caliban (co-authored with Dale Peterson, Ph.D.). Boston: Houghton 
Mifflin. 
New York Times "Notable Book" for 1993. 
Library Journal "Best Sci-Tech Book" for 1993. 

1999 Brutal Kinship (with Michael Nichols). New York: Aperture Foundation. 

1999 Reason For Hope: A Spiritual Journey (with Phillip Berman). New York: Warner 
Books, Inc. Translated into more than 13 languages. 

1999 40 Years At Gombe. New York: Stewart, Tabori, and Chang. 

2000 Africa In My Blood (edited by Dale Peterson). New York: Houghton Mifflin 
Company. 

2001 Beyond Innocence: An Autobiography in Letters, The Later Years (edited by Dale 
Peterson). New York: Houghton Mifflin Company. 

2002 The Ten Trusts: What We Must Do To Care for the Animals We Love (with Marc 
Bekoff). San Francisco: Harper San Francisco. 

2005 Harvest for Hope: A Guide to Mindful Eating (with Gary McAvoy and Gail 
Hudson). New York: Warner Books. 

2009 Hope for Animals and Their World: How Endangered Species Are Being Rescued 
from the Brink (with Thane Maynard and Gail Hudson).  New York: Grand Central 
Publishing. 

2010 50 Years at Gombe. New York: Stewart, Tabori, and Chang. 

2014 Seeds of Hope: Wisdom and Wonder from the World of Plants (with Gail Hudson). 
New York: Grand Central Publishing. 

Children's Books 

1972 Grub: The Bush Baby (with H. van Lawick). Boston: Houghton Mifflin.  

1988 My Life with the Chimpanzees. New York: Byron Preiss Visual Publications, Inc. 
Translated into French, Japanese and Chinese. 
Parenting's Reading-Magic Award for "Outstanding Book for Children," 1989. 

1989 The Chimpanzee Family Book. Saxonville, MA: Picture Book Studio; Munich: 
Neugebauer Press; London: Picture Book Studio. 
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Translated into more than 15 languages, including Japanese and Kiswahili. 
The UNICEF Award for the best children's book of 1989. 
Austrian state prize for best children's book of 1990. 

1989 Jane Goodall's Animal World: Chimps. New York: Macmillan. 

1989 Animal Family Series: Chimpanzee Family; Lion Family; Elephant Family; Zebra 
Family; Giraffe Family; Baboon Family; Hyena Family; Wildebeest Family. Toronto: 
Madison Marketing Ltd. 

1994 With Love (illustrated by Alan Marks). New York / London: North-South Books. 
Translated into German, French, Italian, and Japanese. 

1999 Dr. White (illustrated by Julie Litty). New York: North-South Books.  

2000 The Eagle & the Wren (illustrated by Alexander Reichstein). New York: North-
South Books.  

2001 Chimpanzees I Love: Saving Their World and Ours. New York: Scholastic Press. 

2004 Rickie and Henri: A True Story (with Alan Marks) New York: Penguin Young 
Readers Group. 

2013 Dr. White (illustrated by Julie Litty) gift book size. Honk Kong: minedition  

2014 The Eagle & the Wren (illustrated by Alexander Reichstein) gift book size. Hong 
Kong: minedition 

2014 With Love (illustrated by Alan Marks) gift book size. Hong Kong: minedition 

2014 Jane Goodall The Chimpanzee Children of Gombe (with Michael Neugebauer). 
Hong Kong: minedition 

2015 Prayer for World Peace (with Michael Neugebauer). Hong Kong: minedition 

Films  

1963 Miss Goodall and the Wild Chimpanzees, National Geographic Society. 

1984 Among the Wild Chimpanzees, National Geographic Special. 

1988 People of the Forest, with Hugo van Lawick. 

1990 Chimpanzee Alert, in the Nature Watch Series, Central Television.  

1990 Chimps, So Like Us, HBO film nominated for 1990 Academy Award. 
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1990 The Life and Legend of Jane Goodall, National Geographic Society. 

1990 The Gombe Chimpanzees, Bavarian Television. 

1995 Fifi's Boys, for the Natural World series for the BBC. 

1995 My Life with the Wild Chimpanzees, National Geographic. 

Chimpanzee Diary for BBC2 Animal Zone. 

Animal Minds for BBC. 

1999 Jane Goodall: Reason For Hope, PBS special produced by KTCA. 

2001 Chimps R Us PBS special Scientific Frontiers. 

2002 Jane Goodall’s Wild Chimpanzees, in collaboration with Science North and Science 
Museum of Minnesota. 

2004 Jane Goodall's Return to Gombe, produced by Tigress Productions for Animal 
Planet/Discovery Communications. 

2004 Jane Goodall's State of the Great Ape, produced by Tigress Productions for Animal 
Planet/Discovery Communications. 

2005 Jane Goodall - When Animals Talk, produced by Tigress Productions for Animal 
Planet/Discovery Communications. 

2006 Jane Goodall's Heroes, produced by Creative Differences for Animal 
Planet/Discovery Communications. 

2007 Almost Human, produced by Creative Differences for Animal Planet/ Discovery 
Communications 

2010 Jane’s Journey, produced by Animal Planet, CC Medien, NEOS Film and Sphinx 
Media 

2014 Jane and Payne, produced by Boy Olmi and LSD Live (Dylan Williams) 

2015 Racing Extinction, produced by Discovery and directed by Louie Psihoyos  

2016 Time to Choose, directed by Charles Ferguson 
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Articles  

1962 Nest building in a group of free-ranging chimpanzees. Ann. N.Y. Acad. Sci. 102: 
455-467. 

1963 Feeding behaviour of wild chimpanzees: a preliminary report. Symp. Zool. Soc. 
Lond. 10: 39-48. 

1963 My life with the wild chimpanzees. National Geographic 124 (2):272-308. 

1964 Tool-using and aimed throwing in a community of free-living chimpanzees. Nature. 
201: 1264-1266. 

1965 Chimpanzees of the Gombe Stream Reserve. In: I. DeVore (Ed). Primate 
Behaviour. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston. 

1965 New discoveries among Africa's chimpanzees. National Geographic 128 (6): 802-
831. 

1965 Infancy, childhood and adolescence in a group of wild chimpanzees. Proc. Roy. 
Inst. Lond.  

1966 (with H. van Lawick). Use of tools by the Egyptian Vulture, Neophron 
porenoptemus. Nature. 212: 1468-1469. 

1967 Mother-offspring relationships in chimpanzees. In: D. Morris (Ed). Primate 
Ethology. London: Weidenfeld & Nicolson. pp. 287-345. 

1967 (with H. van Lawick). Tool-using bird, the Egyptian Vulture. National Geographic 
133 (5): 631-651. 

1968 Behaviour of free-living chimpanzees of the Gombe Stream Area. In: J.M. Cullen 
and C.G. Beer (Eds). Anim. Behav. Monog. Vol. 1, Part 3. London: Bailliere, Tindall, 
and Casell. pp. 165-311. 

1968 Expressive movements and communication in free-ranging chimpanzees: a 
preliminary report. In: P. Jay (Ed). Primates: Studies in Adaptation and Variability. New 
York: Hold, Rinehart and Winston. pp. 313-374. 

1969 Some aspects of reproductive behaviour in free-living chimpanzees. Journ. Reprod. 
Fert. 

1970 Some aspects of mother-infant behaviour in wild chimpanzees. In: R. Schaffer (Ed). 
Determinants of Infant Behaviour. New York: John Wiley and Sons. 

1970 The scratching rocks clan. Animals. 13: 401-407. 
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1970 Tool-using in Primates and other Vertebrates. In: D.S. Lehrman, R.A. Hinde, and E. 
Shaw (Eds). Advances in the Study of Behaviour, Vol. 3. New York and London: 
Academic Press. pp. 195-249. 

1971 Some aspects of aggressive behaviour in a group of free-living chimpanzees. Int. 
Soc. Sci. Journ. 23 (1): 89-97. 

1973 Baboons too use tools. Science News 103: 71-72. 

1973 The behaviour of chimpanzees in their natural habitat. Am. J. Psychiatry. 130 (1): 
1-12. 

1973 (with H. van Lawick and C. Packer). Use of objects as tools in free-living baboons 
in the Gombe National Park, Tanzania. Nature 24: 212-213. 

1973 Cultural elements in a chimpanzee community. In: W.W. Menzel (Ed). Precultural 
Primate Behaviour, Vol I. Karger: Fourth IPV Symposium Proceedings. 

1975 Chimpanzees of Gombe National Park: 13 years of research. In: I. Eibesfeldt (Ed). 
Hominisation und Verhalten. Stuttgart: Gustav Fischer Verlag. pp. 74-136. 

1975 The chimpanzee: a model for the behaviour of early man? In: V. Goodall (Ed). 
Quest for Man. London: Pall Mall Press. pp. 130-169. 

1975 On the contribution of chimpanzee studies to understanding human origins. In: S.L. 
Isaac (Ed). Perspectives on Human Evolution, Vol. 3: Essays on East Africa and Human 
Origins--a tribute to the life's work of the late Louis Leakey. 

1976 (with D.A. Hamburg). New evidence on the origins of human behaviour. In: D. 
Hamburg and K. Brodie (Eds). American Handbook of Psychiatry, Vol. 6, New Frontiers. 
New York: Basic Books. 

1976 Continuities between chimpanzee and human behaviour. In: G.L Isaac and E.R. 
McGown, (Eds). Human Origins: Louis Leakey and the East African Evidence 
California: W.J. Benjamin Inc. 

1976 (with D. Riss). Sleeping behaviour and associations in a group of captive 
chimpanzees. Folia Primatol. 25: 1-11. 

1977 Infant-killing and cannibalism in free-living chimpanzees. In: Folia Primatol. 28: 
59-282. 

1977 (with K. Morris). Competition for meat between chimpanzees and baboons of the 
Gombe National Park. Folia Primatol. 28: 109-121. 
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1977 (with D. Riss). The recent rise to the alpha rank in a population of free-living 
chimpanzees. Folia Primatol. 27: 134-151. 

1978 Chimp Killings: Is it the Man in them? Sci News 113: 276.  

1979 (with A. Bandora, E. Bergmann, C. Busse, H. Matama, E. Mpongo, A. Pierce, D. 
Riss). Inter-community interactions in the chimpanzee population of the Gombe National 
Park. In: D.A. Hamburg and E.R. McGown (Eds). The Great Apes. Menlo Park, 
California: Benjamin/Cummings. pp. 13-53. 

1979 Life and Death at Gombe. National Geographic 155 (5): 592-621. 

1980 (with J. Athumani). An observed birth in a free-living chimpanzee in Gombe 
National Park, Tanzania. Primates. 21 (4): 545-549. 

1982 Order without law. Journal of Social and Biological Structures 5: 353-360. 

1983 Population dynamics during a 15 year period in one community of free-living 
chimpanzees in the Gombe National Park, Tanzania. Zeitscherift fur Tierpsychologie 61: 
1-60. 

1983 (with T. Nishida, R.W. Wrangham, and S. Uehara.) Local differences in plant-
feeding habits of chimpanzees between the Mahale Mountains and Gombe National Park, 
Tanzania. J. Human Evol. 12: 467-480. 

1984 (with D.A. Collins, C.D. Busse and J. Goodall. 1984. Infanticide in two populations 
of Savanna Baboons. In: G. Hausfater and S.B. Hrdy (Eds). Infanticide: Comparative and 
Evolutionary Perspectives. New York: Aldine Publishing Company. pp. 193-216. 

1984 The nature of the mother-child bond and the influence of family on the social 
development of free-living chimpanzees. In: N. Kobayashi and T.B. Brazelton (Eds). The 
Growing Child in Family and Society. Tokyo: University of Tokyo Press. pp. 47-66. 

1985 Chapter. In: P.L. Berman (Ed). The Courage of Conviction. New York: Ballantine 
Books. 

1985 (with H. Kummer, H). Conditions of innovative behaviour in primates. Phil. Trans. 
R. Soc. Lond. 308: 205-214. 

1986 Mountain Warrior. Omni. May 1986, 132-143. 

1986 Social rejection, exclusion, and shunning among the Gombe chimpanzees. Special 
issue: Ostracism: A social and biological phenomenon. Eth. and Sociobiol. 17 (3-4): 227-
236. 
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1987 A Plea for the Chimps. The New York Sunday Times Magazine. May 17, 1987. pp. 
108-110. 

1987 A Plea for the Chimpanzees. Am. Sci. 75 (6): 574-577. 

1988 Ethical concerns in the use of animals as donors. Xenograft 25: Proceedings of the 
International Congress, Xenograft 25. Elsevier Science Publishers. pp. 335-349. 

1988 (with A. Prince, J. Moor-Jankowski, J. Eichberg, H. Schellekens, R. Mauler, and M. 
Girard) Chimpanzees and AIDS research. Nature. 333 (9): 513. 

1989 The Chimpanzee: Man's closest relative in danger. In: Kakakuona, the magazine of 
the Tanzania Wildlife Protection Fund. 1 (1): 5-9. 

1989 (with A. Prince, B. Brotman, H. Dienske, H. Schellekens, and J. Eichberg). 
Appropriate conditions for maintenance of chimpanzees in studies with blood-borne 
viruses: an epidemiologic and psychosocial perspective. J. Med. Primatol. 18: 27-42. 

1989 (with R.W. Wrangham). Chimpanzee use of medicinal leaves. In P. Heltne and L. 
Marquardt (Eds) Understanding Chimpanzees, pp. 22-37. Cambridge: Harvard 
University Press. 

1990 (with A.L. Zihlman, and M.E. Morbeck). Skeletal biology and individual life 
history of Gombe chimpanzees. J. Zool., London 221: 37-61. 

1990 Gombe: Highlights and Current Research. In: In: P.G. Heltne and L.A. Marquard 
(Eds). Understanding Chimpanzees. Boston: Harvard University Press. pp. 2-21. 

1990 ChimpanZoo. In: P.G. Heltne and L.A. Marquard (Eds). Understanding 
Chimpanzees. Boston: Harvard University Press. pp. 148-150. 

1990 Area Status Report: Tanzania. In: P.G. Heltne and L.A. Marquard (Eds). 
Understanding Chimpanzees. Boston: Harvard University Press. pp. 360-361. 

1990 Respect for Life. In: C. Fadiman (Ed). Living Philosophies. New York: Doubleday. 
pp. 81-88. 

1992 Psychosocial needs of laboratory chimpanzees. Proceedings of the Symposium on 
Biomedical Research on Primates. 

1993 Unusual violence surrounding the rise to alpha rank in the Gombe chimpanzee 
community. In: Proc. XIIIth Cong. IPS. 

1993 (with J. Wallis). Anogenetal swelling in pregnant chimpanzees of Gombe National 
Park. Am. J. Primatol. 31(2): 89-98. 
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1994 (with P.A. Morin, J.J. Moore, R. Chakraborty, L. Jin, and D.S. Woodruff). Kin 
selection, social structure, gene flow and the evolution of chimpanzees. Science 265: 
1193-1201. 

1994 (with C.B. Stanford, Wallis, J., Matama, H.) Patterns of Predation by chimpanzees 
on red colobus monkeys in Gombe National Park, 1982-1991. American Journal of 
Physical Anthropology, 94 (2) 213-228. 

1994 (with C.B. Stanford, Wallis, J, Mpongo, E) Hunting decisions in wild chimpanzees. 
Behaviour, 131, 1-18. 

1995 (with C. Packer, D.A. Collins, and A. Sindimwo). Reproductive constraints on 
aggressive competition in female baboons. Nature 373: 60-63. 

1995 Why is it unethical to use chimpanzees in the laboratory? ATLA. 23: 615-620. 

1995 Chimpanzees and others at play. ReVision 17 (4): 14-20. 

1997 (with A. Pusey and J. Williams). The influence of dominance rank on the 
reproductive success of female chimpanzees. Science. 277: 828-831. 

1999 (with A. Whiten, McGew, W.C., Nishida, T., Reynolds, V., Sugiyama, Y. Tutin, 
C.E.G., Wrangham, R.W., Boesch, C.) Cultures in chimpanzees. Nature 399, 682-5. 

2001 (with Marc Bekoff). Primate Origins of Human Cognition and Behavior, edited by 
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2001 (with Bekoff, M.). The view from Japan. Nature 411, 995-996. 
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in Wild-living Chimpanzees. Nature.  
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Declaration of Dereck Joubert 

 

Botswana  )  

   ) 

Okavango  ) 

 

 I, Dereck Joubert, hereby declare as follows: 

 

1.  I reside at Duba Plains camp, in the Okavango Delta in Botswana.   

 

2.  After my studies at University of Witwatersrand in Johannesburg, South Africa, I 

started work at the Chobe Lion Research Institute in Botswana researching and, later, 

filming big cats, for the major broadcasters of the world (e.g., BBC, National Geographic).  

 

3. During our 30 years with the National Geographic Society so far, my wife Beverly and I 

have made over 25 films for National Geographic that have garnered 9 Emmy Awards, a 

Peabody award, and other international recognition. I have also published 11 books, 

multiple scientific papers, and dozens of articles for National Geographic Magazine and 

other publications, focusing on the plight of wildlife in southern Africa.  

 

4. In 2006 Beverly and I were awarded the status of National Geographic Explorers in 

Residence, two of only 10 people that carry that title around the world.   

 

5. In 2009, we founded the Big Cats Initiative, a National Geographic program dedicated to 

the preservation of big cats (including leopards, lions, tigers, jaguars, and cheetahs) 

through education, conservation projects, and a worldwide awareness campaign. To date, 

the Big Cats Initiative has funded over 90 grants across more than 27 countries. Further, 

the Big Cats Initiative has supported research, including the most recent and most 

comprehensive study of leopard populations across their range. 

 

6. In 2011, I received a Presidential Order of Meritorious Service by the President of 

Botswana for my conservation efforts in Botswana. I am currently a member of the 

International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) African Lion Working Group.  

 

7. I am also the founder and CEO of Great Plains Conservation, a company that manages 

approximately 1,800,000 acres of land in Botswana and Kenya for conservation purposes. 

Through this effort I have converted large tracts of land that were formerly open to hunting 

to wildlife preserves that benefit surrounding communities and provide opportunities for 

low-impact eco-tourism. For example, the Selinda Reserve is a 350,000 acre private wildlife 

sanctuary in the northern part of Botswana that provides habitat for leopards and dozens of 

other species. Through this effort we increased the economic benefit to the nation of 

Botswana from that concession by 2,500% by switching from hunting to photographic 

tourism.  I also sit on the board of The Big Life Foundation in Kenya. 

 

7. I have made four films about leopards: “Eye of the Leopard,”  “The Unlikely Leopard,” 

“Living with Big Cats “ and “Big Cat Odyssey” all of which required Beverly and I to follow 

individual leopards on a daily basis for multiple years to capture natural leopard behavior. 

For example, for “Eye of the Leopard,” from 2003-2007 Beverly and I following a leopard 

cub – named Legadema – from eight days of age, a journey that exposed us to the often 



mysterious lives of leopards and gave us an insight into just how fragile and complex their 

societies are. Making these films – which involves hundreds of hours in the field, tracking 

leopards, highlighted the need to engage in policy decisions to protect the world’s remaining 

big cats. 

 

8. Based on my substantial experience in field biology and wildlife filmmaking, it is my 

expert opinion that leopards are in danger of extinction across their African and Asian 

range, and that governments must take all actions within their authority to promote the 

conservation of this species before it disappears. 

 

9. Because of the secretive and solitary nature of leopards, it is exceedingly difficult get an 

accurate census of leopards across the species’ African range. There were estimates of about 

700,000 leopards in Africa in the 1980s, but the most recent science states that such 

estimates were flawed. There is no reason to believe that the population trend for leopards 

is significantly different to those of other big cats in Africa, all of which indicate a 95% 

decline over the past 50 years. Our own findings coincide with that hypothesis and in many 

areas I have surveyed, in particular where there is hunting, leopard have declined 

significantly. Territories have been disrupted and breeding has been suppressed.  It is 

unlikely that there are more than 50,000 leopards in Africa today. Indeed, based on my 

experience over the last 30 years working with leopards, the population has significantly 

decreased in that time.  For example, in the Selinda and Kwando areas of Botswana where 

we estimated a home range of 12 sq km per leopard and studied 26 females, once trophy 

hunting increased, we reached a point where we saw no leopards in 5 years and heard none 

either. Overhunting is a huge threat to this species.  

 

10. Leopards are severely impacted by habitat loss and human encroachment, with the 

most recent data revealing that the African leopard has lost 48-67% of its historical range. I 

have actively worked to reduce those threats through protecting leopard habitat, educating 

surrounding communities on how to peacefully coexist with these predators, and 

implementing a program to reimburse local people for any loss of livestock caused by 

leopards, via our foundations and initiative (Great Plains Foundation, Big Cats Initiative 

and The Big Life Foundation.)  However, the habitat loss is often linked to over population 

of humans and a task best tackled at a different level of policy and leadership discussion. 

Hunting, however, is something we can actually do something about with rational 

legislation today.   

 

11. Despite their imperiled status, leopards continue to be targeted by trophy hunters, most 

of whom are American. I estimated that in the five years I followed Legadema, 10,000 

leopards were legally shot by trophy hunters, (according to issued CITES permits) in 

addition to the immense amount of leopard poaching during the same period. The African 

leopard simply cannot sustain losses of thousands or even hundreds of individuals per year 

– at this rate the subspecies could go to the very edge of extinction in 10-15 years. 

 

12. In my expert opinion, trophy hunting is a dire threat to the continued survival of the 

African leopard. My own observations across six hunting concessions in Botswana are 

consistent with this observation. Scientific papers (Palazy et al) on the relationship between 

lions and trophy hunters are also indicative of that basic fact that trophy hunting is the 

direct cause of cat population declines wherever it is carried out.  



13. In addition, the activity undermines conservation, fuels corruption at the local levels in 

particular and often higher up, and causes the loss of the healthiest animals in the 

populations, animals that are key for reproduction and social cohesion of those species. 

Leopards are no exception. A single young male has enormous obstacles to overcome to 

survive on his own, to learn how to hunt, to fight for territory and to earn the status to 

breed. But it is exactly these qualities that trophy hunting targets the young male for, and 

selects the finest breeders, and carriers of the best genetic qualities for the survival of the 

species. This selection process often condemns them to death before they can breed. In 

addition, the cubs of prime breeding males that are shot are left unprotected and 

vulnerable to incoming territorial males, whose first order of business is to kill cubs from 

other males. Each leopard that is shot as a trophy cannot be considered in isolation but as 

just the tip of the iceberg in a trickle down effect of destruction to the family and society of 

leopards he influences.  

 

14. Hunting is often cited as being a deterrent to poaching, but it was clearly demonstrated 

in Botswana, that the presence and occurrence of gunshots by legal hunters in an area only 

served to confuse anti poaching forces in their efforts to detect illegal hunters (poachers.) 

Once trophy hunting was stopped the wildlife authorities and the military (carrying out 

anti-poaching duties) were significantly more effective in finding and stopping poachers, to 

the degree where poaching in the border sections of Botswana went from ‘rampant’ to ‘zero’ 

over a six year period.     

 

15. As a revenue resource, not only has hunting been shown to contribute less than 0.27% 

to the GDP’s of African countries that still allow hunting today, it cannot co-exist with 

tourism for obvious reasons, so it actually erodes the potential for an alternative land use. 

The replacement of hunting, in particular of big cats, with tourism, however, is a very 

viable way to use the land more kindly. For example, before I acquired the Selinda 

concession in Botswana it was used almost exclusively for trophy hunting. On the first day 

of purchase I stopped all the hunting.  Since then I have seen a steady regrowth and benefit 

to the wildlife, both in terms of population recovery, and of course the attitude of wildlife 

towards humans (tourists). We have no attacks, no charges, animals don’t run in fear that 

we have been able to create a facility that is wild again but that allows people from around 

the world to see wildlife and become engaged with the life changing experiences that a 

safari in Africa can offer. We converted the concession into a Reserve and it now employs 20 

times the number of local staff, pays taxes, and delivers a benefit to the nation of over 

2,500% more that it was doing under the hunting regime, while providing food on a daily 

basis to many thousands of dependents of people we employ.   

 

16. Claims that trophy hunting promotes conservation through financial contributions are 

not supported, nor are the claims that hunting is the only land use that creates value in 

marginal wildlife areas. The Selinda Reserve is a classic example of what was once 

considered a marginal piece of land. The value of these animals is a combination of 

“intangible” and “real.” Who can quantify the impact on a young person, of seeing their first 

leopard in a tree in the wild, or the disappearance of any knowledge of a leopard to the 

Ingwe people of the Zulu nation, who take the leopard as their spiritual totem? For tourism, 

however, it is tangible. For example, I did a survey in Savuti in Botswana to calculate the 

value of one male lion trophy versus the value of that male lion as a living eco-tourism 

asset. At the time (in1995), the value of the dead lion was US$15,000, whereas its value 

alive was approximately US$2,000,000. A male leopard that may live 12 years in the wild is 



an enduring revenue stream, a single hunt of that leopard ends, not just its genetic lineage, 

but its earnings potential for conservation, forever.  Most trophy hunting operations, are 

owned by foreign interests and do not share money with local communities. Responsible 

eco-tourism – like that operated by Great Plains Conservation – shares the benefit with 

governments and local communities. For example, most hunting concessions can only 

service 12-15 hunters per year, whereas an eco-tourism operated concessions can service 

thousands with much less of an ecological impact. In each of our concessions we pay over 

more than US$30,000 per year in leases and benefits.  

 

17. Because of our income from tourism and because of our influence on our guests, many of 

whom come specifically to see leopards, we have been able to solicit support in being able to 

rescue and move 100 rhinos from the highest poaching areas in South Africa to the 

protection in Botswana. This is an added and often hidden benefit of protecting the iconic 

cats of Africa: the extended holistic conservation ethic born from protection rather than 

selfish eradication.  

   

18. Trophy hunting is little more than a bloodlust and thrill of killing and has no longer any 

place in sound wildlife management, especially in association with declining and 

threatened species. Studies also show that we cannot rely on the hunting fraternity to make 

wise conservation decisions around threatened species and that, in fact, as species decline 

and become more threatened or even endangered, they become even more valuable and 

desired by hunters. We have to ask if we want to project to the next generation that the 

best way for us to interact with nature is via violent actions like this and if that will lead to 

more or less harmony in an already troubled world. 

 

19. The effort to protect leopards from extinction is vital – we no longer have the luxury of 

time to use or abuse these big cats for our own desires. Poaching of leopards – primarily for 

the fur trade – continues at unsustainable rates, and the African leopard is under immense 

threats from habitat loss and human conflict. To allow the trophy hunting of leopards for 

recreational purposes to continue unchecked is scientifically and ethically unjustified.  

 

20. In my opinion, leopards across their African range are in danger of extinction and the 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service should strictly regulate the import of hunting trophies and 

other leopard parts in order to not continue to contribute to the decline of this endangered 

species. 

 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the 

United States of America that the foregoing is, in my professional opinion, true and correct. 

 

 

       

         
 

        Dereck Joubert 

 

Executed on 1st day of July, 2016.    



 

 

 

 

 

ANNEX C 



CITES Establishment of Leopard Export Quotas 1987-2013 

 

 
Source: https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/06/doc/E06-27.pdf, 1987. 

 
 
 

 
Source: https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/07/doc/E07-27.pdf, 1989. 

 
 

 
Source: https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/doc/E-20.pdf, 1992. 
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https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/doc/E-20.pdf
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Source: Proposal by Botswana, Malawi, Namibia, Zambia and Zimbabwe to transfer Panthera pardus from CITES Appendix I to Appendix II 
and to establish export quotas for eleven countries https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF, 

1992. The proposal was rejected by vote but the quotas approved.1 
 
 

 
Source: In session document, https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/E-In-session.pdf, 1992. 

 
 

 
Source: https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/E9-ComI.pdf, 1994. 

 
 

 
Source: https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/10/doc/E10-41to43.pdf, 1997 

 

                                                           
1 https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/E-Com-I.pdf  

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/prop/E08-Prop-EQ1_to_EQ5_Panthera.PDF
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/E-In-session.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/09/E9-ComI.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/10/doc/E10-41to43.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/08/E-Com-I.pdf
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Source: https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/doc/E12-23-1-1.pdf, 2002. 

 
 

 
Source: https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/16/doc/E-CoP16-52.pdf 

 
 

 
Source: Resolution Conf. 10.14 (Rev. CoP16), https://cites.org/eng/res/10/10-14R16.php 

  

https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/12/doc/E12-23-1-1.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/cop/16/doc/E-CoP16-52.pdf
https://cites.org/eng/res/10/10-14R16.php
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Information from the CITES Trade Database 

Table 1: International trade in leopards and their parts for all sources and all purposes. 
 

Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Totals 

bodies 7 0 9 10 22 19 24 24 9 11 135 
bone pieces 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

bones 0 1 2 299 8 12 41 16 13 13 405 
carvings 1 1 1 0 4 1 1 3 1 0 13 

claws 0 70 20 3 64 18 65 72 68 1 381 
cloth 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

derivatives 3,470 1,770 3,146 1,722 1,593 821 1,442 2 1 1 13,968 
feet 0 2 0 29 0 0 0 4 0 0 35 

garments 2 2 2 1 6 6 0 5 5 2 31 
hair 0 6 0 10 209 0 2 2 8 1 238 

hair products 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
leather products (L) 0 8 0 0 2 1 0 1 0 0 12 
leather products (S) 3 2 4 2 3 6 2 3 262 0 287 

live 37 44 45 42 48 75 79 68 68 44 550 
medicine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 383 56 99 538 

plates 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
shoes 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 

skeletons 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 
skin pieces 9 1 1 65 10 2 2 17 8 4 119 

skins 72 162 61 74 233 234 353 466 228 45 1,928 
skulls 26 132 17 48 238 277 437 479 277 114 2,045 

specimens 132 108 119 262 361 445 324 1,421 143 1,037 4,352 
tails 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 10 12 
teeth 31 4 9 2 1 40 31 4 13 11 146 

trophies 1,229 1,126 1,060 1,279 1,400 990 769 985 722 651 10,211 
unspecified 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Grand Total: 5,023 3,439 4,500 3,852 4,202 2,949 3,573 3,957 1,882 2,044 35,421 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, all purposes, on 04/04/2016. 

 
Table 2: International trade in wild source leopards and their parts for all purposes. 

 

Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies 6 0 7 10 21 19 19 20 9 10 121 
bones 0 1 0 259 6 12 41 16 13 13 361 

carvings 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
claws 0 66 18 0 62 12 63 72 67 0 360 

derivatives 521 246 154 4 20 20 50 0 0 0 1015 
feet 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 6 

garments 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 3 
hair 0 6 0 10 209 0 0 2 7 1 235 

leather 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
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Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
products 
(large) 
leather 

products 
(small) 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

live 5 5 5 2 7 2 13 11 9 2 61 
plates 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
shoes 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skeletons 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 
skin pieces 4 0 0 2 4 1 1 12 1 3 28 

skins 46 148 36 46 210 222 345 442 214 34 1743 
skulls 25 128 16 47 235 270 437 477 276 112 2023 

specimens 132 108 119 257 18 442 291 1419 106 905 3797 
tails 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 10 11 
teeth 31 4 8 0 0 18 27 4 4 4 100 

trophies 1211 1098 1041 1255 1387 977 748 968 706 643 10034 
unspecified 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Grand Total 1984 1812 1406 1894 2181 1997 2036 3448 1413 1738 19909 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, wild sources, all purposes, on 03/23/2016. 
 

Table 3. Imports of wild source leopards and their parts for all purposes, by country. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
leather 

products 
(small) 

 
AE 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

 

live 
 

AE 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
AE 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 5 0 0  

skulls 
 

AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 1  
trophies 

 
AE 4 6 6 2 1 4 7 1 3 1  

skins 
 

AR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 1 0  
skulls 

 
AR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 4 1  

trophies 
 

AR 1 4 7 1 8 2 4 10 5 4  
bodies 

 
AT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

AT 7 14 15 0 3 4 4 3 4 0  
skulls 

 
AT 6 0 11 0 3 4 3 3 3 0  

teeth 
 

AT 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
AT 17 27 15 22 21 11 12 18 15 14  

trophies 
 

AT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
hair 

 
AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0  

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
AU 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 

skins 
 

AU 1 9 1 0 1 5 2 1 0 0  
skulls 

 
AU 0 0 0 0 0 4 2 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

AU 0 4 0 2 1 0 1 2 0 1  
skins 

 
BE 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 1 0 0  

skulls 
 

BE 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
BE 11 6 11 10 10 11 4 4 2 1  

skins 
 

BG 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0  
skulls 

 
BG 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

BG 4 6 7 3 1 5 3 6 1 2  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
trophies 

 
BH 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

feet 
 

BR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
BR 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

BR 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0  
teeth 

 
BR 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

BR 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 4  
skulls 

 
BS 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

BS 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 0  

skulls 
 

BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 5 0  
trophies 

 
BW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0  

bodies 
 

CA 0 0 0 7 9 0 6 4 1 5  
bones 

 
CA 0 1 0 2 2 0 2 0 0 0  

skin pieces 
 

CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
skins 

 
CA 15 24 0 18 33 10 10 12 3 3  

skulls 
 

CA 8 19 0 30 39 12 15 11 4 5  
skulls 

 
CA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

CA 19 17 3 15 17 22 9 11 10 15  
CA total   42 61 3 72 101 44 43 38 18 28 450 

skins 
 

CG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2  
bodies 

 
CH 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  

claws 
 

CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0  
hair 

 
CH 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

CH 1 0 2 1 2 1 4 4 1 0  
skulls 

 
CH 1 0 0 1 3 1 4 4 1 0  

specimens ml CH 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
CH 0 100 46 25 0 0 0 27 6 3  

teeth 
 

CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0  
trophies 

 
CH 10 2 10 4 6 0 21 3 7 5  

skulls 
 

CL 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
CL 4 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 3 0  

bodies 
 

CN 1 0 1 0 0 1 2 2 1 0  
skins 

 
CN 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0  

skulls 
 

CN 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens g CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36  
specimens 

 
CN 5 0 0 1 1 5 0 0 0 1  

trophies 
 

CN 3 1 1 2 1 6 0 2 2 0  
skulls 

 
CO 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

CO 0 1 0 0 1 5 0 1 0 1  
skins 

 
CR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

CR 1 3 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
CS 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  

live 
 

CU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 0  
bodies 

 
CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0  

skins 
 

CZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 3 4 0  
skulls 

 
CZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 3 4 0  

trophies 
 

CZ 9 7 2 5 4 4 7 7 7 3  
bodies 

 
DE 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 

bones 
 

DE 0 0 0 257 2 0 0 2 0 3  
claws 

 
DE 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 0 0  

skin pieces 
 

DE 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
DE 1 0 7 0 5 3 14 15 8 0 53 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
skulls 

 
DE 0 0 0 0 5 1 13 19 8 0  

specimens ml DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 0 0  
specimens 

 
DE 126 0 53 44 1 100 5 1233 0 901  

teeth 
 

DE 31 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
DE 66 65 42 38 67 37 32 51 38 36 472 

DE Total   224 65 102 340 100 142 64 1380 54 940 3411 
bodies 

 
DK 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 2 0  

bones 
 

DK 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 0 0 0  
derivatives 

 
DK 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

DK 0 0 0 2 0 2 5 1 2 1  
skulls 

 
DK 0 1 0 1 2 4 8 1 2 2  

teeth 
 

DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
DK 7 10 11 11 24 23 45 6 3 6  

trophies 
 

EC 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
skins 

 
EE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

EE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
EE 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1  

trophies 
 

EG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
bodies 

 
ES 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 3 

skeletons 
 

ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 
skins 

 
ES 0 3 0 0 19 27 32 12 7 1 6 

skulls 
 

ES 0 4 1 0 20 28 38 14 8 3  
trophies 

 
ES 90 91 100 76 72 54 40 29 28 22 602 

ES Total   90 98 101 76 111 111 111 56 43 26 823 
skins 

 
FI 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0  

skulls 
 

FI 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 1 1 0  
trophies 

 
FI 6 5 3 3 24 6 5 5 2 5  

bodies 
 

FR 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 
carvings 

 
FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.33 0 0 

hair kg FR 0.486 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skeletons 

 
FR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skins 
 

FR 4 1 1 0 29 26 19 23 11 3 117 
skulls 

 
FR 1 1 0 0 30 29 18 26 17 9 131 

tails 
 

FR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
teeth g FR 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies kg FR 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
FR 191 73 64 186 110 97 43 91 45 35 935 

FR Total             1188 
bodies 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 4 3 1 2 4 0  

claws 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0  
derivatives 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0  

garments 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
hair 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 209 0 0 0 0 0  

skin pieces 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0  
skins 

 
GB 0 3 0 8 9 4 9 5 5 0  

skulls 
 

GB 0 2 0 3 8 7 9 9 4 1  
specimens 

 
GB 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 0  

trophies 
 

GB 6 6 7 12 6 6 4 7 3 7  
live 

 
GM 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0  

bodies 
 

HK 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
leather 

products 
(small) 

 
HK 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
skins 

 
HK 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

HK 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
HN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  

skulls 
 

HN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
trophies 

 
HR 6 3 3 3 4 1 1 0 0 1  

skins 
 

HU 0 0 0 0 8 0 3 2 5 0  
skulls 

 
HU 0 0 0 0 8 0 3 2 5 1  

trophies 
 

HU 0 0 6 11 21 11 12 16 13 11  
trophies 

 
ID 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  

trophies 
 

IE 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens ml IL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.5 0  
specimens 

 
IL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

bodies 
 

IS 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
IS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1  

skulls 
 

IS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1  
trophies 

 
IS 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 1 1 0  

bodies 
 

IT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
bones 

 
IT 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0  

skins kg IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
skins 

 
IT 0 0 0 0 5 5 4 3 2 0  

skulls kg IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
IT 0 0 0 0 6 6 10 5 7 1  

trophies 
 

IT 20 12 15 18 23 18 22 19 15 7  
skins 

 
JM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

JM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
JM 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

live 
 

JO 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
JO 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

hair kg JP 0 0 0 0.2 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens g JP 0 300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens kg JP 0 0.3 0 0 0 15 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
JP 0 0 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

KE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
KE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

bodies 
 

KR 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
live 

 
KR 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0  

bodies 
 

KW 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
KW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

KW 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
live 

 
KZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0  

bodies 
 

LB 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
skins 

 
LB 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

LB 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
LB 1 0 1 2 1 2 4 0 1 0  

trophies 
 

LI 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
LK 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

LT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0  
skulls 

 
LT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0  

trophies 
 

LT 1 1 2 2 5 3 0 2 2 4  
skins 

 
LU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

LU 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
LU 2 1 6 4 0 4 4 0 1 3  



9 

 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
derivatives 

 
LV 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

LV 2 4 3 4 2 1 0 1 3 3  
leather 

products 
(small) 

 
LY 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 

 

skins 
 

LY 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
bodies 

 
MA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

skins 
 

MA 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
MA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

MA 0 2 0 1 1 1 2 0 0 1  
trophies 

 
MC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  

skins 
 

MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
skulls 

 
MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
MU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

MU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
live 

 
MW 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 0 0  

bodies 
 

MX 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
bones 

 
MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 0 0  

claws 
 

MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 18 0  
derivatives 

 
MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

MX 0 0 0 0 3 4 3 4 5 1  
skulls 

 
MX 0 2 0 0 3 5 11 4 4 2  

trophies 
 

MX 40 68 54 64 50 47 38 49 33 31  
trophies 

 
MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

MX Total   40 70 54 64 57 60 55 76 60 34 570 
skins 

 
MZ 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

MZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2  
trophies 

 
MZ 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0  

bodies 
 

NA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0  

skulls 
 

NA 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0  
trophies 

 
NA 3 5 0 2 1 1 1 1 1 0  

skins 
 

NC 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
NC 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1  

bodies 
 

NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  
skins 

 
NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0  

skulls 
 

NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0  

live 
 

NI 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
NI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

bodies 
 

NL 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
hair 

 
NL 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

NL 3 0 0 0 1 0 2 1 0 0  
skulls 

 
NL 0 0 0 1 2 0 2 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

NL 2 1 0 0 3 2 0 0 0 2  
bodies 

 
NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3  

skins 
 

NO 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 1 0 1  
skulls 

 
NO 0 0 0 1 2 3 4 1 0 3  

specimens 
 

NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
NO 2 5 2 7 5 6 6 3 3 3  

trophies 
 

NP 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
bodies 

 
NZ 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
hair 

 
NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  

skin pieces 
 

NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
skins 

 
NZ 1 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0  

skulls 
 

NZ 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 2 1 0  
trophies 

 
NZ 2 1 0 1 4 6 3 3 1 2  

skins 
 

PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  
skulls 

 
PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 0  

trophies 
 

PA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0  
leather 

products 
(large) 

 
PH 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

 

skulls 
 

PH 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
PH 1 0 0 3 41 5 2 0 0 0  

live 
 

PK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2  
skulls 

 
PK 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 0  

trophies 
 

PK 3 1 1 0 1 0 5 3 0 0  
trophies 

 
PK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

bodies 
 

PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
skins 

 
PL 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 2 0 0  

skulls 
 

PL 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
PL 5 10 8 8 8 6 8 6 6 6  

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
PT 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 

skins 
 

PT 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 5 2 0  
skulls 

 
PT 0 0 0 0 3 6 10 7 2 0  

trophies 
 

PT 18 12 12 7 16 6 9 5 2 1  
trophies 

 
PY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3  

skulls 
 

QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 4  
trophies 

 
QA 2 0 0 0 0 2 3 4 3 0  

skins 
 

RO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
skulls 

 
RO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

RO 1 0 4 2 1 1 0 0 2 1  
trophies 

 
RS 0 1 1 2 1 1 1 0 2 0  

bodies 
 

RU 0 0 3 0 1 2 1 1 0 1  
live 

 
RU 0 0 0 0 4 2 4 0 0 0  

skins 
 

RU 0 0 0 0 7 6 8 7 2 1  
skulls 

 
RU 0 0 0 0 6 5 11 6 2 7  

trophies 
 

RU 15 8 18 36 40 35 29 43 21 36  
live 

 
SA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0  

trophies 
 

SA 0 0 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
SB 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

SB 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
skins 

 
SD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  

skulls 
 

SD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
trophies 

 
SD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2  

bodies 
 

SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
claws 

 
SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 0  

skins 
 

SE 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 6 2 0  
skulls 

 
SE 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 6 4 1  

teeth 
 

SE 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
SE 2 7 9 5 29 7 3 8 12 3  

bones 
 

SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
skulls 

 
SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  

trophies 
 

SG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
trophies 

 
SI 1 4 5 2 4 1 0 2 0 0  

bones 
 

SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
skins 

 
SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4  

skulls 
 

SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4  
trophies 

 
SK 3 3 2 8 5 2 5 5 5 2  

trophies 
 

SL 0 1 0 0 1 2 1 2 0 0  
live 

 
SV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

SV 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
live 

 
SY 1 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

SY 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
SZ 0 2 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

SZ 6 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 2  
live 

 
TJ 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

specimens 
 

TN 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
TR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

TR 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0  
skins 

 
TW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

skins 
 

TZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
TZ 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

TZ 1 1 1 1 1 5 0 0 0 0  
bodies 

 
UA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

UA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
UA 0 1 2 1 1 1 0 0 2 3  

bodies 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 5 0 0 13 
bones 

 
US 0 0 0 0 2 4 31 9 11 9 66 

claws 
 

US 0 66 18 0 44 12 27 38 44 0 249 
derivatives 

 
US 511 246 154 4 20 16 0 0 0 0 951 

garments 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 
hair 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 7 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
US 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

plates 
 

US 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
shoes 

 
US 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skin pieces 
 

US 4 0 0 2 0 1 0 2 1 3 13 
skins 

 
US 4 29 3 12 47 83 153 262 108 11 712 

skulls 
 

US 2 46 4 9 70 96 186 275 129 47 864 
specimens g US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 
specimens ml US 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
US 0 0 0 186 0 286 286 150 39 0 947 

specimens 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 51 0 0 0 0 51 
tails 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 10 

teeth 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 
trophies 

 
US 507 524 506 581 648 447 298 474 352 319 4656 

trophies 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
unspecified 

 
US 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

US Total             8553 
trophies 

 
VG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

XX 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 2  
skulls 

 
XX 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

XX 15 2 0 0 0 3 0 1 0 2  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
skins 

 
YE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

YU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
skulls 

 
YU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  

bones 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 4 0 0 8 
claws 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 18 

feet 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 
live 

 
ZA 1 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 5 

skin pieces 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 4 0 0 6 
skins 

 
ZA 6 52 0 0 22 28 41 40 27 3 219 

skulls 
 

ZA 6 51 0 1 11 34 56 51 44 17 271 
specimens ml ZA 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 2 60 0 78 

trophies 
 

ZA 89 74 73 74 85 48 44 55 43 30 615 
ZA Total             1224 

skulls 
 

ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 1  

skins 
 

ZW 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 3 6 0  
skulls 

 
ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 6 0  

trophies 
 

ZW 5 5 3 2 4 2 0 0 0 1  
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” to U.S. of Panthera pardus, wild sources, all purposes, on 

06/06/2016. 
 

Table 5. Exports of wild source leopards and their parts for all purposes, by country. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
leather 

products 
(small) 

 
AE 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 

 

live 
 

AE 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 0  
skins 

 
AE 6 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

AE 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
AE 0 0 35 1 0 0 0 2 0 0  

trophies 
 

AE 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 3 0  

skulls 
 

AT 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
AT 4 0 0 3 1 0 2 1 1 1  

skins 
 

AU 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
AU 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

bodies 
 

BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1  
trophies 

 
BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  

trophies 
 

BH 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
trophies 

 
BR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

bodies 
 

BW 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
claws 

 
BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 0  

hair 
 

BW 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
BW 0 2 2 0 3 0 3 6 0 0  

skulls 
 

BW 0 0 0 0 2 0 21 22 13 1  
specimens ml BW 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
BW 0 4 11 25 16 0 0 27 60 0  

trophies kg BW 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
BW 54 47 50 58 39 34 19 30 33 3  

bodies 
 

CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0  
garments 

 
CA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
plates 

 
CA 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

CA 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 1 0 0  
skulls 

 
CA 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

CA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0  
skins 

 
CD 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 5 0 0  

bones 
 

CF 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0  
claws 

 
CF 0 0 0 0 18 0 18 0 0 0  

skins 
 

CF 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
CF 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0  

specimens 
 

CF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 3  
trophies 

 
CF 37 28 28 33 90 66 17 23 4 0  

bodies 
 

CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0  
skin pieces 

 
CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  

skins 
 

CH 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
CH 125 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0  

trophies 
 

CH 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
CL 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

CM 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
derivatives 

 
CN 18 202 85 4 0 14 0 0 0 0  

live 
 

CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0  
bodies 

 
DE 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

derivatives 
 

DE 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
live 

 
DE 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

DE 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0  

trophies 
 

DE 2 1 0 6 1 0 5 1 8 1  
hair kg DJ 0.486 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
teeth g DJ 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
skins 

 
ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  

trophies 
 

ES 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
skins 

 
ET 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 1 0 0  

skulls 
 

ET 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
ET 3 2 0 2 1 2 1 0 1 2  

bodies 
 

FI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
trophies 

 
FI 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

bodies 
 

FR 2 0 1 0 2 0 3 2 0 1  
claws 

 
FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0  

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
FR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

 

skins 
 

FR 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
FR 0 0 0 0 3 2 5 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

FR 6 6 9 6 9 9 24 11 16 7  
skin pieces 

 
GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0  

specimens 
 

GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 0  
bodies 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
GB 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 

skin pieces 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0  
skins 

 
GB 3 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
trophies 

 
GB 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skin pieces 
 

GH 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
GQ 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0  

live 
 

GT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
specimens 

 
IL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

live 
 

IN 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
plates 

 
IN 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

live 
 

IR 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
IR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
trophies 

 
IT 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0  

live 
 

JO 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
derivatives 

 
JP 477 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

KE 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 2  
specimens ml KE 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.5 0  
specimens 

 
KE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

specimens 
 

KE 0 0 0 0 0 51 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
KE 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0  

live 
 

KG 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 1 0 0  
specimens kg KH 0 0 0 0 0 15 0 0 0 0  
derivatives 

 
KW 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skin pieces 
 

LA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
unspecified 

 
LA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

specimens 
 

LR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
skins 

 
LT 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
LY 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

 

skins 
 

LY 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
live 

 
ML 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

MW 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies 

 
MX 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0  

bodies 
 

MZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
skeletons 

 
MZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

skin pieces 
 

MZ 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 0 0  
skins 

 
MZ 1 6 1 0 11 7 70 92 62 4  

skulls 
 

MZ 1 5 0 0 4 7 76 92 70 13  
trophies 

 
MZ 76 58 59 52 56 49 21 56 31 49  

bodies 
 

NA 0 0 1 2 1 13 3 1 0 4 25 
bones 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 4 0 2 0 2 6 14 

claws 
 

NA 0 22 0 0 0 4 0 0 18 0 44 
hair 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

live 
 

NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 12 
skin pieces 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

skins 
 

NA 7 18 12 1 14 8 14 5 2 1 82 
skulls 

 
NA 6 12 8 2 12 5 8 6 4 4 67 

specimens ml NA 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 60 0 0 66 
specimens 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 1233 1 900 2234 

teeth 
 

NA 31 0 8 0 0 18 27 0 0 0 84 
trophies 

 
NA 168 197 176 226 343 150 100 111 100 105 1676 

trophies 
 

NA 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
NA Total             4308 

claws 
 

NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
skins 

 
NL 0 0 3 7 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  
skulls 

 
NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  

trophies 
 

NO 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 0  
skins 

 
NZ 1 6 1 4 0 1 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
derivatives 

 
PH 0 13 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

PT 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies 

 
QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  

hair kg RU 0 0 0 0.2 0 0 0 0 0 0  
live 

 
RU 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

RU 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
specimens g RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36  
specimens 

 
RU 0 0 20 186 0 286 286 0 0 0  

live 
 

SA 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skin pieces 

 
SA 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

live 
 

SD 2 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
shoes 

 
SD 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

SD 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
SN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0  

skins 
 

SY 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
SZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0  

specimens 
 

SZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0  
live 

 
TH 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0  

live 
 

TM 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
TN 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skulls 
 

TN 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
derivatives 

 
TW 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skin pieces 
 

TW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
TW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

trophies 
 

TW 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0  
bodies 

 
TZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 5 

bones 
 

TZ 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 8 0 13 
feet 

 
TZ 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

hair 
 

TZ 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 
live 

 
TZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

skins 
 

TZ 11 25 1 1 135 108 56 79 39 7 462 
skulls 

 
TZ 6 19 2 1 134 114 54 73 41 6 450 

skulls 
 

TZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
specimens 

 
TZ 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

tails 
 

TZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies 

 
TZ 340 301 260 371 275 200 138 201 145 178 2409 

TZ Total             3355 
skins 

 
UG 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0  

skulls 
 

UG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0  
specimens 

 
UG 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

UG 0 0 0 0 5 0 1 0 0 2  
bodies 

 
US 0 0 0 4 2 0 1 0 0 0  

carvings 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.33 0  
hair 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0  

skins 
 

US 2 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 1 0  
skulls 

 
US 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 1 0 1  
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  
specimens g US 0 300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens kg US 0 0.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
specimens 

 
US 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

US 3 5 3 6 8 8 2 14 6 1  
bodies 

 
UY 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

UY 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
derivatives 

 
VN 16 18 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

XX 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0  
skulls 

 
XX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  

trophies 
 

XX 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 5  
bodies 

 
ZA 1 0 0 2 9 6 9 13 3 2 45 

bones 
 

ZA 0 1 0 2 0 8 35 8 2 5 61 
claws 

 
ZA 0 44 18 0 36 8 26 18 18 0 168 

derivatives 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 20 6 50 0 0 0 76 
garments 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 

hair 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 209 0 0 0 0 0 209 
leather 

products 
(large) 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

1 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
ZA 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2 

live 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 0 2 10 
skins 

 
ZA 5 40 1 7 9 67 84 53 4 5 275 

skulls 
 

ZA 3 53 3 6 37 101 145 75 26 68 517 
specimens 

 
ZA 4 0 0 1 1 2 0 151 0 1 160 

teeth 
 

ZA 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 8 
trophies 

 
ZA 113 103 111 147 184 143 125 128 108 109 1271 

ZA Total             2805 
bodies 

 
ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  

bones 
 

ZM 0 0 0 257 0 1 0 0 0 0  
hair 

 
ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0  

skins 
 

ZM 4 8 3 6 7 5 13 4 2 0  
skulls 

 
ZM 1 7 0 2 5 7 25 5 4 1  

specimens g ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0  
specimens 

 
ZM 0 104 53 44 0 0 0 0 0 0  

trophies 
 

ZM 74 62 69 92 88 94 88 165 60 5  
trophies 

 
ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  

bodies 
 

ZW 3 0 1 2 5 0 0 1 0 0 12 
bones 

 
ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 1 2 11 

claws 
 

ZW 0 0 0 0 8 0 1 38 23 0 70 
feet 

 
ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 

skeletons 
 

ZW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skin pieces 

 
ZW 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 5 

skins kg ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
ZW 2 34 2 11 18 21 95 188 101 14 486 

skulls kg ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
ZW 2 32 3 28 33 30 101 199 112 18 558 

specimens 
 

ZW 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 
tails 

 
ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 10 

teeth 
 

ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 8 
trophies 

 
ZW 320 284 271 251 280 217 195 219 188 175 2400 

ZW Total             3568 
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Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross exports” to U.S. of Panthera pardus, wild sources, all purposes, on 
06/06/2016. 

 
Table 6: International trade in “captive-bred” leopards and their parts for all purposes. 

 
Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 2 0 1 8 

live 32 38 34 39 41 70 67 53 56 43 473 
skins 0 1 0 0 14 0 0 0 2 1 18 

specimens 0 3 0 5 343 0 32 2 37 132 554 
trophies 0 0 2 2 1 0 2 1 3 0 11 

Grand Total 32 42 36 46 399 70 106 58 98 177 1064 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, captive sources, all purposes, on 03/23/2016. 

 
Table 7: International trade in “captive-bred” leopards and their parts for all purposes: 

Exporting countries. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
bodies 

 
BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 1 

bodies 
 

DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 
bodies 

 
NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

live 
 

BE 4 1 1 0 1 0 2 2 6 0 
live 

 
BW 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

BY 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
CH 0 1 0 3 2 0 0 0 1 0 

live 
 

CN 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
CY 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

CZ 1 0 2 3 1 1 1 2 4 0 
live 

 
DE 1 0 1 0 1 3 5 4 0 0 

live 
 

DK 0 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 3 
live 

 
EE 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 

live 
 

ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
live 

 
FR 1 0 2 6 0 1 1 2 2 0 

live 
 

GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 
live 

 
GB 0 2 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 

live 
 

GE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live 

 
GT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 

live 
 

HU 2 3 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
ID 2 0 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 0 

live 
 

IR 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

live 
 

JO 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
KG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

live 
 

KR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
KZ 0 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

LB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
live 

 
LV 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 

live 
 

MC 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
MX 0 0 0 6 0 11 1 0 0 7 

live 
 

NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
live 

 
PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

live 
 

PT 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 2 0 0 
live 

 
RO 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 

live 
 

RS 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 2 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
live 

 
RU 1 0 0 1 3 4 19 0 0 1 

live 
 

SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 
live 

 
SG 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

SI 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
SK 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

SZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
TH 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

TN 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
TR 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 5 1 0 

live 
 

UA 0 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
US 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

UZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
live 

 
XX 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 1 0 0 

live 
 

ZA 0 1 0 5 0 7 0 2 0 3 
live 

 
ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 

skins 
 

CH 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
MZ 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins 

 
SZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
specimens flasks SG 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
AE 0 0 0 5 0 0 20 0 2 2 

specimens 
 

DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 
specimens 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 33 128 

specimens 
 

RU 0 0 0 0 343 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

NA 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

trophies 
 

TZ 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 
trophies 

 
ZA 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 

trophies 
 

ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, captive sources, all purposes, on 06/06/2016. 

 
Table 8: International trade in “captive-born” leopards and their parts for all purposes. 

 
Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 

live 3 1 9 1 1 5 0 2 2 1 25 
skulls 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 4 0 6 
Grand 
Total 3 1 10 2 2 5 0 2 6 1 32 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, F1 sources, all purposes, on 03/23/2016. 
 

Table 9: International trade in “pre-Convention” leopards and their parts from “pre-
Convention” for all purposes. 

 
Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 2 0 0 5 

carvings 0 1 1 0 4 1 1 2 1 0 11 
claws 0 0 2 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 7 

derivatives 0 0 5 2 0 2 0 2 1 1 13 
garments 1 2 1 1 0 3 0 1 2 0 11 
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leather 
products 
(large) 

0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 3 

leather 
products 
(small) 

3 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 8 

skin pieces 3 0 0 2 2 0 1 2 2 1 13 
skins 10 6 14 14 7 8 4 21 10 7 101 
skulls 1 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 1 1 7 

specimens 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
tails 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
teeth 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 6 5 14 

trophies 2 0 1 1 3 1 6 3 2 2 21 
Grand 
Total 20 9 27 20 18 26 16 37 27 17 217 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, pre-Convention sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 10: International trade in “ranched” leopards and their parts for all purposes. 
 

Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 4 0 8 

skins 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Grand Total 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 8 4 0 16 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, ranched sources, all purposes, on 03/23/2016. 
 

Table 11: International trade in leopards and their parts from “confiscations/seizures” and 
for all purposes. 

 
Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

bone pieces 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
bones 0 0 2 40 4 0 0 0 4 0 50 

carvings 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
claws 0 4 0 3 2 2 2 0 0 1 14 
cloth 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

derivatives 2939 1504 2987.5 1712 1573 799 1392 0 0 0 12906.5 
feet 0 0 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 

garments 1 0 2 0 2 2 0 1 2 1 11 
hair 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 3 
hair 

products 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
leather 

products 
(large) 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
leather 

products 
(small) 0 0 0 2 1 4 2 0 260 0 269 

medicine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 383 56 99 538 
plates 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
shoes 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skin pieces 2 1 1 61 1 1 0 3 4 0 74 
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skins 10 4 4 8 2 5 1 1 2 1 38 
skulls 0 2 1 1 2 3 0 1 0 1 11 

specimens 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
teeth 0 0 1 2 1 21 2 0 1 0 28 

trophies 22 35 19 31 15 11 14 18 10 5 180 
Grand 
Total 2977 1558 3019.5 1891 1603 848 1415 410 340 108 14169.5 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, seized/confiscated sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 12: International trade in leopards and their parts from “source unknown” and for 
all purposes. 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

derivatives CN 0 0 7 4 0 14 0 0 0 0 25 
leather products 

(small) GB 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 

live KG 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 1 0 0 6 
plates IN 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skin pieces GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
skins CH 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
skins GB 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins LT 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins NL 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
skins RU 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls GB 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

specimens AE 0 0 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35 
trophies GB 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Grand Total            91 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross exports” of Panthera pardus, unknown sources, all purposes, on 03/23/2016. 

 
Table 13: International trade in leopards and their parts for “commercial” purposes and 

from all sources. 
 

Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies 0 0 1 0 1 0 5 3 0 1 11 

carvings 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 3 0 0 7 
claws 0 4 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 7 
cloth 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

derivatives 512 244 847 568 317 147 0 2 1 0 2638 
feet 0 0 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 

garments 1 2 1 0 1 2 0 4 3 0 14 
leather 

products 
(large) 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
leather 

products 
(small) 0 0 2 1 1 1 1 0 260 0 266 

live 6 4 4 5 2 5 1 1 7 4 39 
medicine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 260 26 45 331 

skin pieces 4 0 0 55 2 0 0 3 4 1 69 
skins 7 5 24 5 4 4 3 10 6 4 72 
skulls 3 0 0 0 2 1 1 1 0 0 8 
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Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
specimens 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 

teeth 0 0 0 2 0 1 1 0 8 2 14 
trophies 1 1 2 3 2 1 0 1 1 1 13 
Grand 
Total 534 261 882 670 334 162 15 289 317 58 3522 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, hunting trophy purpose, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 14: International trade in leopards and their parts for “commercial” purposes and 

from all sources: Importing countries (range States in bold). 
 

Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
AE 2 2 1 0 2 1 0 0 4 1 13 
AL 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
AU 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 1 5 0 10 
CA 4 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 6 
CH 2 0 7 1 0 1 2 5 1 0 19 
CN 0 0 2 1 2 0 4 3 4 1 17 
DE 0 1 7 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 12 
EG 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 
ES 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 3 
FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 5 0 9 
GB 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 
HK 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 4 
HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
ID 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 3 
IN 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 
IS 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
JP 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
KR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 4 
LY 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 
MO 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
MX 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 
NZ 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
PK 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 3 7 
RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 
SA 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
SY 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
TR 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
TW 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
UA 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
UG 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
US 522 253 850 657 320 151 5 265 289 46 3358 
ZA 0 2 0 1 1 0 1 2 2 3 12 
ZW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Grand Total 534 261 882 670 334 162 15 289 317 58 3522 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, commercial purposes, on 03/23/2016. 

 
Table 15. International trade in leopards and their parts for commercial purposes, where 

specimens were confiscated or seized, by importing country. 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
claws 

 
US 0 4 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0  

cloth 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
derivatives g US 0 562 0 0 0 435 0 0 0 0 997 
derivatives 

 
US 35 238 847 568 317 146 0 0 0 0 2151 

feet 
 

US 0 0 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0  
garments 

 
AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  

garments 
 

DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
garments 

 
US 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0  

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
US 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 260 0 

 

medicine 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 260 26 45 331 
skin 

pieces 
 

AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
 

skin 
pieces 

 
US 1 0 0 55 0 0 0 1 1 0 

 

skins 
 

IS 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
NZ 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

US 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0  
skulls 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  

teeth 
 

US 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 1 0  
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus, commercial purposes, purpose is confiscated or 

seized, on 06/06/2016. 
 

Table 16. Gross exports of Panthera pardus derivatives and medicines to the U.S., 
commercial purposes, where the source is confiscated or seized. 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 

derivatives CH 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 10 
derivatives CN 0 201 847 568 307 146 0 0 0 0 2069 
derivatives KR 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
derivatives VN 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 
derivatives XX 6 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36 
medicine CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 260 26 0 286 
medicine HK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45 45 

Totals  35 238 847 568 317 146 0 260 26 45 2482 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross exports” of Panthera pardus to the U.S. for commercial purposes, where the 

specimens were confiscated or seized, on 03/23/2016. 
 

Table 17. International trade in leopards and their parts for commercial purposes, where 
specimens were confiscated or seized, by exporting country. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
cloth 

 
AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

garments 
 

CA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
CD 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  

derivatives 
 

CH 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
CH 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skin 
pieces 

 
CI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

 

teeth 
 

CI 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0  
derivatives g CN 0 0 0 0 0 435 0 0 0 0 435 
derivatives 

 
CN 0 201 847 568 307 146 0 0 0 0 2069 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
leather 

products 
(small)  CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 260 0 

260 

medicine 
 

CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 260 26 0 286 
skins 

 
CN 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 

garments 
 

FR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skins 

 
FR 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

garments 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
skin 

pieces 
 

GB 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
 

skins 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
medicine 

 
HK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45  

leather 
products 
(small)  IR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

 

derivatives 
 

KR 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
claws 

 
NA 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

skins 
 

NA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
skulls 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  

skin 
pieces 

 
NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

 

derivatives g TW 0 562 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
skin 

pieces 
 

UG 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
 

teeth 
 

UG 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0  
garments 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  

skin 
pieces 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

 

derivatives 
 

VN 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
derivatives 

 
XX 6 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

claws 
 

ZA 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0  
feet 

 
ZA 0 0 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0  

leather 
products 
(small)  ZA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 

skin 
pieces 

 
ZA 0 0 0 54 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross exports” of Panthera pardus, commercial purposes, purpose is confiscated or 
seized, on 06/06/2016. 

 
Table 18: International trade in leopards and their parts for “commercial” purposes and 

from all sources: Exporting countries (range States in bold). 
 

Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
AE 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 4 
AR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
AT 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
AU 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 4 
BE 2 1 1 0 1 0 2 1 6 1 15 
CA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
CD 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
CH 0 0 15 0 11 1 0 0 2 0 29 
CI 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 3 
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Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
CN 0 207 847 571 307 146 0 260 286 0 2624 
CZ 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 3 
DE 7 4 8 1 1 1 5 2 1 1 31 
ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
ET 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
FR 3 0 0 1 3 2 2 5 0 3 19 
GB 1 0 4 1 2 0 2 13 7 0 30 
HK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45 45 
ID 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
IN 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
IR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
JO 0 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 
JP 477 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 477 
KR 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
KZ 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
LT 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
LY 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 
MZ 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 
NA 0 5 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 7 
NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 4 
TZ 4 0 1 0 3 0 2 1 0 0 11 
UA 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
UG 1 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 
US 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 3 8 2 15 
VN 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 
XX 6 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36 
ZA 0 0 0 88 0 5 0 0 0 0 93 
ZM 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 
ZW 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 5 

Grand 
Total 534 261 882 670 334 162 15 289 317 58 3522 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, commercial purposes, on 03/23/2016. 
 

Table 19: International trade in leopards and their parts for “hunting trophy” purposes 
from all sources. 

 
Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies 2 0 3 8 15 18 12 14 4 8 84 
bones 0 1 0 2 6 12 41 16 13 13 104 
claws 0 66 18 0 62 12 45 72 59 0 334 

derivatives 0 0 0 0 20 6 0 0 0 0 26 
feet 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 6 

garments 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
hair 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

leather 
products 
(large) 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
leather 

products 
(small) 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

live 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
plates 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
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Term 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skeletons 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 

skin pieces 0 0 0 0 4 1 1 5 1 2 14 
skins 22 112 6 23 191 215 336 423 209 27 1564 
skulls 11 131 6 42 229 267 431 473 273 111 1974 
tails 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 10 11 
teeth 31 4 0 0 0 18 27 4 4 4 92 

trophies 1202 1099 1010 1115 1277 929 696 888 645 634 9495 
Grand Total 1269 1424 1043 1192 1804 1481 1590 1899 1208 811 13721 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, hunting trophy purpose, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 20: International trade in leopards and their parts for “hunting trophy” purposes 

and from all sources: Importing countries (range States in bold). 
 

Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
AE 0 1 1 2 1 0 10 0 3 2 20 
AR 1 4 7 1 8 4 4 17 10 5 61 
AT 23 26 9 21 23 19 19 24 20 13 197 
AU 0 4 0 2 0 6 4 3 0 1 20 
BE 11 6 11 10 14 15 4 6 2 1 80 
BG 4 6 7 3 1 8 3 8 1 2 43 
BH 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
BR 1 10 0 1 3 2 0 0 0 4 21 
BW 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 5 0 12 
BY 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
CA 33 59 3 70 97 44 43 31 20 24 424 
CH 14 2 12 2 11 2 9 15 12 5 84 
CL 4 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 3 0 9 
CN 1 1 0 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 8 
CO 0 1 0 0 2 6 0 2 0 1 12 
CR 2 1 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 7 
CS 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
CZ 9 7 2 5 4 6 16 14 15 3 81 
DE 96 64 39 38 95 38 55 86 54 39 604 
DK 7 11 11 14 26 32 91 9 7 9 217 
EC 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
EE 1 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 7 
EG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
ES 90 98 101 76 109 111 110 56 33 26 810 
FI 6 4 3 3 24 5 10 7 3 5 70 
FR 191 73 42 47 114 114 47 72 38 39 777 
GB 6 11 7 16 27 18 22 23 18 8 156 
HN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
HR 6 3 3 3 4 1 1 0 0 1 22 
HU 0 0 6 11 37 11 18 20 23 12 138 
ID 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
IE 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
IS 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 1 7 2 14 
IT 20 12 15 18 34 32 38 27 21 8 225 
JM 1 0 1 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 6 
KW 0 0 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 
LB 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 4 
LT 1 1 2 2 5 3 0 4 4 4 26 



26 

 

Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
LU 2 1 6 4 0 4 7 0 1 3 28 
LV 2 4 3 4 2 3 0 1 3 3 25 
MA 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
MC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 4 
MU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
MX 39 70 53 63 56 61 61 76 60 34 573 
MZ 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 0 2 7 
NA 3 2 0 2 0 1 4 5 0 0 17 
NC 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 
NI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
NL 5 1 0 1 4 3 4 0 0 2 20 
NO 2 5 2 8 8 11 12 5 3 10 66 
NP 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
NZ 2 0 0 1 4 6 4 7 3 3 30 
PA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 6 0 9 
PH 1 0 0 3 2 4 4 0 0 0 14 
PK 3 1 1 0 2 0 6 5 0 0 18 
PL 5 10 8 8 12 6 10 8 6 6 79 
PT 18 13 12 7 19 13 24 17 6 1 130 
QA 2 0 0 0 0 2 1 6 5 4 20 
RO 1 0 4 2 1 1 0 2 2 1 14 
RS 0 1 1 2 1 1 1 0 2 0 9 
RU 15 8 21 31 48 48 46 53 11 40 321 
SA 0 0 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 5 
SB 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
SD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
SE 2 6 9 5 29 31 7 34 14 4 141 
SG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 4 
SI 1 4 5 1 2 1 0 2 0 0 16 
SK 3 3 2 8 5 2 5 5 5 11 49 
SL 0 1 0 0 1 2 1 2 0 0 7 
SV 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
SZ 2 0 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 2 10 
TR 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 3 
TZ 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 0 0 0 17 
UA 0 1 2 2 1 2 0 0 2 3 13 
US 522 693 538 606 840 663 707 1074 644 408 6695 
VG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
XX 15 2 0 0 0 5 0 1 0 2 25 
YU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
ZA 87 178 74 75 117 112 158 148 114 50 1113 
ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 1 6 
ZW 4 5 3 2 4 2 4 6 12 1 43 

Grand 
Total 1269 1424 1043 1192 1804 1481 1590 1899 1208 811 13,721 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, hunting trophy purpose, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 21: International trade in leopards and their parts for “hunting trophy” purposes 

from all sources: Exporting countries (range States in bold). 
 

Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
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Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
AE 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 5 
AT 3 0 0 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 10 
AU 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
BH 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
BR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
BW 54 51 59 58 40 34 42 66 28 4 436 
CA 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 8 
CF 38 28 29 17 110 70 29 23 3 0 347 
CH 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
CL 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 
DE 2 0 3 1 0 0 0 1 8 1 16 
DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
ES 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 
ET 3 2 0 1 6 2 2 2 1 2 21 
FI 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 
FR 4 1 2 1 3 0 0 3 0 0 14 
GB 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 4 
IR 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
IT 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 4 

MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 0 5 
MZ 73 68 58 42 71 60 168 241 161 67 1009 
NA 208 236 174 216 362 202 154 122 122 121 1917 
NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
PT 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
TN 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
TW 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 
TZ 351 344 239 294 511 394 235 310 222 188 3088 
UG 0 0 0 0 5 0 1 2 0 2 10 
US 2 5 3 12 10 8 5 15 6 2 68 
UY 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
XX 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 4 
ZA 114 254 131 160 242 331 422 286 159 192 2291 
ZM 77 77 72 96 101 105 128 170 65 4 895 
ZW 329 356 269 287 334 266 397 649 428 220 3535 

Grand 
Total 1269 1424 1043 1192 1804 1481 1590 1899 1208 811 13721 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, hunting trophy purpose, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 22: International trade in leopards trophies for “personal” purposes from all 

sources: Importing countries (range States in bold). 
 

Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies AE 4 7 5 0 0 4 0 1 2 0  
trophies AT 3 2 6 12 4 1 2 0 2 2 34 
trophies AU 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1  
trophies BG 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies BH 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies BS 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies CA 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2  
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Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies CH 0 0 0 2 0 0 20 0 1 0 23 
trophies CL 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0  
trophies CR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies CS 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies DE 4 0 3 0 3 3 0 1 0 0  
trophies EC 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
trophies EE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 11 0 15 
trophies FI 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
trophies FR 0 0 34 141 75 62 16 75 28 27 458 
trophies GB 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies IM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
trophies IS 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  
trophies LB 0 0 1 3 2 2 2 0 0 0  
trophies LI 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies MA 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 0 0 1  
trophies MX 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0  
trophies NL 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies NZ 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
trophies PH 0 0 0 0 41 5 0 0 0 0 46 
trophies PK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
trophies PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
trophies RU 0 0 0 5 5 2 2 4 14 5 37 
trophies SE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0  
trophies SG 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0  
trophies SI 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies SZ 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies US 3 3 3 2 1 0 0 11 7 1 31 
trophies ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 9 0 0  

Total  25 21 55 174 141 82 53 114 68 40 773 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus trophies, all sources, hunting trophy purpose, on 

06/06/2016. 
 

Table 23: International trade in leopards trophies for “personal” purposes from all 
sources: Exporting countries (range States in bold). 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 

trophies AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  
trophies AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0  
trophies AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies BH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  
trophies BW 0 0 0 2 4 0 3 22 21 1 53 
trophies CF 0 0 13 16 19 18 10 8 1 0 85 
trophies DE 0 0 0 5 0 0 3 0 5 1  
trophies ET 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1  
trophies FR 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies GB 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies KE 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0  
trophies MX 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
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trophies MZ 4 0 1 12 2 4 2 6 1 6 38 
trophies NA 3 2 8 27 19 7 6 4 7 3 86 
trophies NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  
trophies NO 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 0  
trophies NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  
trophies TZ 6 4 22 94 36 35 16 54 17 19 303 
trophies UG 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0  
trophies US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0  
trophies ZA 3 4 2 7 44 11 0 0 4 2 77 
trophies ZM 2 0 2 2 5 2 3 4 4 1  
trophies ZW 7 2 7 8 8 4 6 11 7 5 65 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus trophies, all sources, hunting trophy purpose, on 

06/06/2016. 
 

Table 24: International trade in leopards and their parts for “scientific” purposes from all 
sources 

 
Term Unit 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies 

 
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

bones 
 

0 0 0 257 0 0 0 0 0 0 257 
derivatives 

 
0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0 50 

hair kg 0.486 0 0 0.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.686 
hair  0 6 0 10 209 0 0 2 7 0 234 
live 

 
2 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 4 

skin pieces 
 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins 

 
0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 

specimens flasks 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
specimens g 0 300 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 36 352 
specimens kg 0 0.3 0 0 0 15 0 0 0 0 15.3 
specimens ml 0 5.5 0 0 0 6 0 60 1.5 0 73 
specimens  126 108 99 260 360 437 311 1384 140 1034 4259 

teeth g 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, scientific purpose, on 06/06/2016. 

 
Table 25: International trade in leopards and their parts for “scientific” purposes from all 

sources: Importing countries (range States in bold). 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
hair 

 
AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 

hair 
 

CH 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens ml CH 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
CH 0 100 46 30 0 0 0 0 6 3 

specimens g CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36 
bones 

 
DE 0 0 0 257 0 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens ml DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 0 0 
specimens 

 
DE 126 0 53 44 1 100 30 1233 0 901 

hair kg FR 0.486 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
teeth g FR 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0 
hair 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 209 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens flasks GB 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
GB 0 8 0 0 343 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

GT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
specimens ml IL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.5 0 
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live 
 

JO 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
hair kg JP 0 0 0 0.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
JP 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens g JP 0 300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens kg JP 0 0.3 0 0 0 15 0 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

KR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
hair 

 
NL 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens 
 

NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
hair 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 

skin pieces 
 

US 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
US 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens g US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 
specimens ml US 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
US 0 0 0 186 0 286 281 150 39 0 

specimens 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 51 0 0 0 0 
specimens ml ZA 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 0 95 130 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, scientific purpose, on 06/06/2016. 
 

Table 26: International trade in leopards and their parts for “scientific” purposes from all 
sources: Exporting countries (range States in bold). 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
live 

 
AE 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens 
 

AE 0 0 35 5 0 0 20 0 2 0 
bodies 

 
BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

hair 
 

BW 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens ml BW 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
BW 0 4 11 25 16 0 0 0 60 0 

specimens 
 

CF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 3 
specimens 

 
CH 125 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

hair kg DJ 0.486 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
teeth g DJ 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens 
 

DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 
specimens 

 
GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 0 

specimens 
 

GQ 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 
live 

 
ID 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens ml KE 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.5 0 
specimens 

 
KE 0 0 0 0 0 51 0 0 0 0 

specimens kg KH 0 0 0 0 0 15 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
LR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

live 
 

MX 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
specimens ml NA 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 60 0 0 
specimens 

 
NA 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 1233 34 1030 

skin pieces 
 

NL 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
NL 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 

hair kg RU 0 0 0 0.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens g RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36 
specimens 

 
RU 0 0 0 186 343 286 286 0 0 0 

specimens flasks SG 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
SN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 

hair 
 

TZ 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
UG 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

hair 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
specimens g US 0 300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens kg US 0 0.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
US 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0 
hair 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 209 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 149 0 0 
bones 

 
ZM 0 0 0 257 0 0 0 0 0 0 

hair 
 

ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 
specimens g ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 
specimens 

 
ZM 0 104 53 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, scientific purpose, on 06/06/2016. 
 

Table 26: International trade in leopards and their parts for “breeding in captivity” 
purposes from all sources: Exporting countries (range States in bold). 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live AE 0 0 0 1 0 5 0 1 0 0 7 
live BE 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 4 0 6 
live CA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 4 
live DE 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 3 
live FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
live GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
live ID 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
live ML 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live SZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live UA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live YE 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 
live ZA 1 2 2 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 8 

Total            43 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, breeding in captivity purpose, on 

06/06/2016. 
 

Table 27: International trade in leopards and their parts for “breeding in captivity” 
purposes from all sources: Importing countries. 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live AE 2 3 8 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 16 
live AM 0 0 0 0 1 5 0 0 0 0 6 
live BH 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
live EG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
live GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 4 
live GM 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live JP 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
live PK 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
live SA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 
live SY 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live TH 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 
live ZA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, breeding in captivity purpose, on 

06/06/2016. 
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Table 28: International trade in leopards and their parts for “educational” purposes from 
all sources: Exporting countries. 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies BW 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies ZA 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 4 1 0 9 
bodies ZW 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

derivatives DK 0 0 635 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 635 
derivatives SL 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 

leather 
products 
(small) AE 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

1 

live CY 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 
live GT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

skins AE 0 1 1 1 3 1 0 0 0 0 7 
skins CH 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins TZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins US 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 
skulls GB 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls TN 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls TZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls ZA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 3 

specimens AE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
specimens TH 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
specimens ZA 4 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 1 9 
specimens ZW 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 

teeth SY 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 12 
trophies ZA 2 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 2 0 9 
trophies ZW 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 4 

Total            712 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, breeding in educational purpose, on 

06/06/2016. 
 

Table 29: International trade in leopards and their parts for “law 
enforcement/judicial/forensic” purposes from all sources: Exporting countries. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
skin 

pieces 
 

GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 
skins kg GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.19 0 0 
skins 

 
GB 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

NL 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
SZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 

specimens 
 

SZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, law enforcement/judicial/forensic 

purpose, on 06/06/2016. 
 

Table 29: International trade in leopards and their parts for “medical” purposes from all 
sources: Exporting countries. 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 

specimens AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
specimens BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 0 0 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, medical purpose, on 06/06/2016. 
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Table 30: International trade in leopards and their parts for “reintroduction or 
introduction into the wild” purposes from all sources: Exporting countries. 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
live TM 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
live ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 0 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, reintroduction or introduction into the 
wild purpose, on 06/06/2016. 

 
Table 31: International trade in leopards and their parts for “personal” purposes from all 

sources. 
 

Term Unit 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  3 0 3 2 5 0 4 3 4 2 26 
bone 

pieces  0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2 

bones  0 0 2 40 2 0 0 0 6 0 50 
carvings  1 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 5 

claws  0 0 2 1 2 6 20 0 0 1 32 
derivatives kg 0 0 0.04 0.062 2.9562 11.35 0 0 0 0 14.4082 
derivatives g 0 0 0 0 120 2315 0 0 0 0 2435 
derivatives  1091 1386 1588.5 1096 1256 666 1392 0 0 1 8476.5 
garments  1 0 2 0 1 4 0 1 2 1 12 

hair  0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 3 
hair 

products  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1 

leather 
products 
(large)  0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 

3 

leather 
products 
(small)  3 1 2 1 0 4 1 2 1 0 

15 

live  3 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 7 
medicine kg 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.45 1.45 
medicine  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 123 30 54 207 

plates  2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
shoes  0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 

skin pieces kg 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 10 
skin pieces  5 0 1 8 1 1 1 4 3 1 25 

skins kg 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.9 1.9 
skins  24 34 27 22 16 12 10 25 11 10 191 
skulls kg 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.65 0.65 
skulls  10 1 11 3 6 6 7 2 3 3 52 

specimens  2 0 0 0 0 1 0 5 1 0 9 
tails  0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
teeth  0 0 9 0 1 9 3 0 0 1 23 

trophies  25 21 55 174 141 82 53 114 68 40 773 
unspecified  1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Total #  1171 1443 1706.5 1349 1439 794 1493 281 130 114 9920.5 
Total g  0 0 0 0 120 2315 0 0 0 0 2435 

Total kg  0 0 0.04 0.062 12.9562 11.35 0 0 0 4 28.4082 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, personal purpose, on 06/06/2016. 
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Table 32: International trade in leopards and their parts for “personal” purposes from all 
sources: Exporting countries. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
bodies 

 
BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

bodies 
 

CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 
bodies 

 
CH 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 

bodies 
 

FR 3 0 1 0 0 0 3 1 0 1 
bodies 

 
NA 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
bodies 

 
US 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 1 0 
bone 

pieces 
 

ZA 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
bones 

 
CN 0 0 2 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 

bones 
 

NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
bones 

 
TZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 

bones 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
carvings 

 
JE 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

carvings 
 

NZ 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
carvings 

 
ZA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

claws 
 

CR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
claws 

 
FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 

claws 
 

KH 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
claws 

 
NP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

claws 
 

US 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
claws 

 
VN 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 

claws 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
AU 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

CA 0 61 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
CI 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives g CN 0 0 0 0 120 2200 0 0 0 0 
derivatives kg CN 0 0 0.04 0.026 2.9562 11.35 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
CN 1019 1166 1344.5 858 1241 632 1392 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

DE 0 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
GB 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

HK 0 30 5 65 6 25 0 0 0 0 
derivatives kg ID 0 0 0 0.036 0 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
ID 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

JP 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
KH 0 0 49 24 0 7 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

KR 15 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
LA 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives g MY 0 0 0 0 0 115 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
MY 0 0 0 13 2 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

NG 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
PH 0 13 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

PT 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
SG 0 0 0 62 2 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

TH 0 0 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
TW 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
derivatives 

 
VN 16 37 60 20 3 0 0 0 0 0 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
derivatives 

 
XX 41 50 114 26 0 1 0 0 0 0 

garments 
 

AT 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
garments 

 
CA 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 0 

garments 
 

DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
garments 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

garments 
 

MX 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
garments 

 
ZA 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 

hair 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
hair 

 
KH 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 

hair 
products 

 
NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

leather 
products 
(large) 

 
CA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

leather 
products 
(large) 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

leather 
products 
(large) 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
AU 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
GB 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
GH 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
LR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
SD 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 
ZA 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

live 
 

BE 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
SD 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

live 
 

UA 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 

medicine kg CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.45 
medicine 

 
CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 123 29 6 

medicine 
 

HK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 48 
plates 

 
CH 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

plates 
 

IN 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
shoes 

 
SD 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skin pieces 
 

CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skin pieces 

 
CN 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
skin pieces kg FR 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 

skin pieces 
 

GH 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
LA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skin pieces 
 

NG 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
NI 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skin pieces 
 

NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
PH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

skin pieces 
 

SA 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
TH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

skin pieces 
 

TW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
ZA 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 1 2 0 

skins 
 

AE 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 

skins kg BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.9 
skins 

 
CA 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 1 2 0 

skins 
 

CD 1 0 0 3 1 0 0 5 0 0 
skins 

 
CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

skins 
 

CI 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
CM 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

CY 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
DE 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

FR 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 
skins 

 
GB 3 4 4 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 

skins 
 

GH 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
HK 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

IE 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
IR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

KE 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
LR 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

ML 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
MW 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 

skins 
 

MZ 0 1 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
NA 2 8 12 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 

skins 
 

NG 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 
skins 

 
NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skins 
 

NO 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 
skins 

 
NP 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

NZ 0 4 0 6 1 2 0 4 0 0 
skins 

 
PT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

skins 
 

SA 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
SD 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

skins 
 

SG 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
SZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 

skins 
 

TZ 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins 

 
UY 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

XX 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
ZA 0 5 2 3 0 5 2 0 4 4 

skins 
 

ZM 2 2 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
ZW 2 2 2 1 2 0 0 10 2 1 

skulls 
 

AE 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
AT 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
skulls 

 
CA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

CG 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
CH 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

FR 0 0 0 0 1 2 5 1 0 0 
skulls 

 
MX 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

NA 1 0 8 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
skulls 

 
NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 

skulls 
 

TZ 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls kg ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.65 
skulls 

 
ZA 0 1 0 0 3 1 2 0 1 1 

skulls 
 

ZM 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
ZW 2 0 2 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 

specimens 
 

AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 
specimens 

 
CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 

specimens 
 

TZ 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

specimens 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
specimens 

 
ZW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

tails 
 

ZA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
teeth 

 
FR 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 

teeth 
 

KE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
teeth 

 
NA 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

teeth 
 

NG 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 
teeth 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

teeth 
 

VN 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 
teeth 

 
ZW 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
trophies 

 
BH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

trophies 
 

BW 0 0 0 2 4 0 3 22 21 1 
trophies 

 
CF 0 0 13 16 19 18 10 8 1 0 

trophies 
 

DE 0 0 0 5 0 0 3 0 5 1 
trophies 

 
ET 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies 
 

FR 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
GB 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

trophies 
 

KE 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
MX 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

MZ 4 0 1 12 2 4 2 6 1 6 
trophies 

 
NA 3 2 8 27 19 7 6 4 7 3 

trophies 
 

NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
trophies 

 
NO 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 

trophies 
 

NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies 

 
TZ 6 4 22 94 36 35 16 54 17 19 

trophies 
 

UG 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

ZA 3 4 2 7 44 11 0 0 4 2 
trophies 

 
ZM 2 0 2 2 5 2 3 4 4 1 

trophies 
 

ZW 7 2 7 8 8 4 6 11 7 5 
unspecified 

 
LA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, personal purpose, on 06/06/2016. 
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Table 33: International trade in leopards and their parts for “personal” purposes from all 
sources: Importing countries. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
bodies 

 
CA 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

bodies 
 

CH 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies 

 
CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

bodies 
 

DE 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
bodies 

 
FR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 
bodies 

 
IS 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

LB 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
bodies 

 
MA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 
bodies 

 
NZ 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
bodies 

 
RU 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

bodies 
 

US 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 
bone 

pieces 
 

US 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
bones 

 
NZ 0 0 2 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 

bones 
 

SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
bones 

 
US 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 4 0 

carvings 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
carvings 

 
US 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

carvings 
 

XX 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
claws 

 
CA 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

claws 
 

CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 
claws 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 

claws 
 

NZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
claws 

 
US 0 0 0 1 1 2 2 0 0 1 

derivatives g NZ 0 0 0 0 120 1815 0 0 0 0 
derivatives g US 0 0 0 0 0 500 0 0 0 0 
derivatives kg NZ 0 0 0.04 0.062 0.6262 11.35 0 0 0 0 
derivatives kg US 0 0 0 0 2.33 0 0 0 0 0 
derivatives 

 
CA 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
derivatives 

 
NZ 0 0 454.5 745 817 427 0 0 0 0 

derivatives 
 

US 1091 1386 1134 349 439 239 1392 0 0 0 
garments 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

garments 
 

IT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
garments 

 
NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

garments 
 

NZ 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
garments 

 
US 0 0 2 0 1 3 0 0 1 1 

hair 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 
hair 

products 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
leather products 

(large) NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
leather products 

(large) PH 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
leather products 

(large) US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
leather products AU 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
(small) 

leather products 
(small) NZ 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

leather products 
(small) RU 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

leather products 
(small) US 0 0 0 1 0 4 1 2 0 0 

live 
 

AE 2 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 
live 

 
SA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

medicine kg US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.45 
medicine 

 
US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 123 30 54 

plates 
 

US 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
shoes 

 
US 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skin pieces kg US 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
GR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

skin pieces 
 

NZ 0 0 0 6 1 0 0 0 0 0 
skin pieces 

 
US 5 0 1 2 0 1 0 4 3 1 

skins kg AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.9 
skins 

 
AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 0 0 

skins 
 

AR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
AT 4 14 15 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

skins 
 

AU 3 10 2 5 1 6 0 1 0 0 
skins 

 
BE 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

CA 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins 

 
CG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skins 
 

CH 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 3 1 0 
skins 

 
CN 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 2 

skins 
 

DE 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 0 
skins 

 
DK 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

FR 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 2 2 
skins 

 
GB 0 0 0 2 4 1 1 0 0 0 

skins 
 

IN 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
IT 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

LK 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
MA 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 

skins 
 

NC 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 

skins 
 

NL 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 
skins 

 
NZ 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

PF 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
PT 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
skins 

 
SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

skins 
 

SZ 0 2 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skins 

 
TR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skins 
 

US 4 5 2 6 2 3 2 6 3 1 
skins 

 
XX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skins 
 

ZA 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
skulls kg BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.65 
skulls 

 
AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

AT 3 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
AU 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
skulls 

 
BS 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

CA 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls 

 
CH 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
FI 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

FR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls 

 
LB 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 

skulls 
 

MA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
NA 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
NZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

skulls 
 

RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
skulls 

 
SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 

skulls 
 

SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
skulls 

 
US 1 0 0 1 1 2 0 1 0 0 

skulls 
 

ZA 5 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
specimens 

 
CN 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

specimens 
 

GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 0 
specimens 

 
KW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

specimens 
 

US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
tails 

 
GB 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

teeth 
 

AT 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
teeth 

 
NZ 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

teeth 
 

SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
teeth 

 
US 0 0 0 0 1 9 3 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

AE 4 7 5 0 0 4 0 1 2 0 
trophies 

 
AT 3 2 6 12 4 1 2 0 2 2 

trophies 
 

AU 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies 

 
BG 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

BH 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
BS 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

CA 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 
trophies 

 
CH 0 0 0 2 0 0 20 0 1 0 

trophies 
 

CL 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 

trophies 
 

CR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
CS 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

DE 4 0 3 0 3 3 0 1 0 0 
trophies 

 
EC 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

EE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 11 0 

trophies 
 

FI 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
FR 0 0 34 141 75 62 16 75 28 27 

trophies 
 

GB 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
IM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies 
 

IS 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 

trophies 
 

LB 0 0 1 3 2 2 2 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
LI 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

MA 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 0 0 1 
trophies 

 
MX 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 

trophies 
 

NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
trophies 

 
NL 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

NZ 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
PH 0 0 0 0 41 5 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

PK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

trophies 
 

QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
RU 0 0 0 5 5 2 2 4 14 5 

trophies 
 

SE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 
trophies 

 
SG 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 

trophies 
 

SI 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 
trophies 

 
SZ 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

trophies 
 

US 3 3 3 2 1 0 0 11 7 1 
trophies 

 
ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 9 0 0 

unspecified 
 

US 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, personal purpose, on 06/06/2016. 

 
Table 34: International trade in leopards and their parts for “circus and travelling 

exhibition” purposes from all sources: Exporting countries. 
 

Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Totals 
bodies BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 3 
bodies ZW 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
claws NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 8 

garments US 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
leather 

products 
(small) AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

1 

live BW 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 
live BY 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
live CH 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live DE 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 4 
live FR 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live GE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
live GT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
live HU 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
live JP 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live KG 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 1 1 0 7 
live LB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
live LV 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
live MX 0 0 0 6 0 9 1 0 0 7 23 
live NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
live RO 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 11 
live RU 1 0 2 0 3 6 15 0 0 1 28 
live TH 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live TR 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 5 1 0 7 
live UA 0 2 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 5 
live US 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live UZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
live XX 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 

skin pieces BR 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skin pieces DE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skins AT 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
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skins CH 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins DE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins RU 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins TW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

specimens NA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
specimens RU 0 0 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 

teeth FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 5 
trophies CH 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Total            168 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, circus and travelling exhibition 

purpose, on 06/06/2016. 
 

Table 35: International trade in leopards and their parts for “zoo” purposes from all 
sources: Exporting countries. 

 
Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live BE 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 6 
live CH 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 5 
live CN 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
live CZ 1 0 2 2 1 1 0 1 4 0 12 
live DE 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 4 0 0 8 
live DK 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 3 7 
live EE 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 0 5 
live ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 
live FR 0 0 2 6 0 1 1 2 2 1 15 
live GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 
live GB 0 2 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 6 
live GT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
live HU 2 3 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 8 
live ID 1 0 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 0 6 
live IN 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live IR 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
live IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
live JO 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
live KR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
live KZ 0 2 3 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 7 
live MC 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
live MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
live NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 12 
live PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
live PT 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 2 0 0 5 
live RS 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 2 5 
live RU 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live SD 1 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 
live SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
live SG 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live SI 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live SK 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live TH 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live TN 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live UA 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 3 
live US 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
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Term Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live XX 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 3 
live ZA 0 0 0 3 2 3 0 1 3 6 18 

trophies ZA 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Total            182 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” of Panthera pardus, all sources, zoo purpose, on 06/06/2016. 
 

Table 36. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Botswana, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 
sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  CN 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
claws  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 16 
hair  CH 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 
live  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 

skins  CH 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  GB 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 5 
skins  ZA 0 2 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 5 
skulls  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 0 0 5 
skulls  FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 5 
skulls  GB 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
skulls  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 11 6 0 18 
skulls  ZA 0 1 0 0 1 0 15 9 1 0 27 

specimens ml CH 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 
specimens  CH 0 4 11 25 0 0 0 27 0 0 67 
specimens  ZA 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 0 60 0 76 
trophies kg FR 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
trophies  AE 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  DE 4 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 7 
trophies  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
trophies  ES 6 3 3 6 1 4 3 1 11 0 38 
trophies  FR 3 1 1 2 4 0 0 0 5 1 17 
trophies  GB 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  HU 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 4 0 6 
trophies  IT 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 5 
trophies  MX 3 4 6 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 16 
trophies  RO 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  RU 1 0 0 3 1 1 2 2 0 0 10 
trophies  SA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SE 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 4 
trophies  US 21 35 35 33 28 15 1 13 8 2 191 
trophies  ZA 13 4 5 11 2 13 12 12 1 0 73 
bodies 
total   0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

claws 
total   0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 16 

hair total   0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 
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live total   0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 
skins total   0 2 2 0 3 0 3 6 0 0 16 

skulls 
total   0 1 0 0 2 0 21 22 13 1 60 

specimens 
total   0 4 11 25 16 0 0 27 60 0 143 

specimens 
total ml  0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 

trophies 
total   54 48 53 60 39 34 19 30 33 3 373 

trophies 
total kg  0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 

Grand 
Total no  108 146 168 220 162 76 134 312 358 10 1084 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Botswana, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 37. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Cameroon, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 

sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  DE 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Cameroon, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 38. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Central African Republic, 2005-2014, all 

purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bones  DE 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
bones  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
claws  DE 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 0 0 18 
claws  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 18 
skins  FR 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
skulls  FR 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
skulls  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 

specimens  CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 3 9 
trophies  AT 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 0 1 0 6 
trophies  AU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  BE 2 1 0 1 0 2 0 1 0 0 7 
trophies  CH 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
trophies  CO 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  DE 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 4 
trophies  DK 0 0 1 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 6 
trophies  ES 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 
trophies  FI 0 0 0 0 22 0 0 0 0 0 22 
trophies  FR 31 19 22 27 34 44 10 12 1 0 200 
trophies  HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  IT 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  LU 0 0 0 0 0 4 3 0 0 0 7 
trophies  MA 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  MX 1 2 1 2 0 0 0 5 0 0 11 
trophies  NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
trophies  RU 0 1 2 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 7 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies  SE 1 0 0 0 22 4 0 0 0 0 27 
trophies  US 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  ZA 0 0 0 0 6 2 0 1 1 0 10 

Bones total   0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 4 
Claws total   0 0 0 0 18 0 18 0 0 0 36 
Skins total   1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 4 
Skulls total   0 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 4 
Specimens 

total   0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 3 9 

Trophies 
total   37 28 28 33 90 66 17 23 4 0 326 

Grand Total   38 28 29 33 110 70 39 23 10 3 383 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Central African Republic, all sources, all 

purposes, on 03/23/2016. 
 

Table 39. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Congo, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  GB 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skulls  US 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Grand 
Total 

  
0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Congo, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 40. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Côte d’Ivoire, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 

sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
derivatives  US 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 

skin 
pieces  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 

skins  FR 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
teeth  US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 

Grand 
Total 

  

2 5 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 10 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Côte d’Ivoire, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 41. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from the Democratic Republic of the Congo, 2005-
2014, all purposes and all sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 5 
skins  BE 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  CH 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  GB 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  US 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  XX 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Grand 
Total 

  
1 0 0 3 2 1 0 5 0 0 12 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from the Democratic Republic of the Congo, all 
sources, all purposes, on 03/23/2016. 

 
Table 42. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Ethiopia, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  CA 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 
skins  NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skins  TZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  CA 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 
skulls  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

trophies  AE 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  BH 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  DE 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 
trophies  DK 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  FR 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 4 
trophies  IT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  MX 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 3 
trophies  TZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  ZA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Skins 
Total 

  
0 0 0 0 3 0 1 1 0 1 6 

Skulls 
Total 

  
0 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 4 

Trophies 
Total 

  
3 6 0 2 1 2 1 0 1 2 18 

Grand 
Total 

  
3 6 0 2 7 2 2 2 1 3 28 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Ethiopia, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 43. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Gabon, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live  TN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 8 
skin 

pieces  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 5 

skins  HU 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
specimens  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 0 20 

Grand 
Total 

  

2 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 24 4 35 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Gabon, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 44. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Ghana, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
leather 

products 
(small)  US 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skin 
pieces  US 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skins  US 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Grand 
Total 

  

1 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Ghana, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 45. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Kenya, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  AU 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  XX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 

specimens ml IL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.5 0 1.5 
specimens ml ZA 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.5 
specimens  IL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
specimens  US 0 0 0 0 0 51 0 0 0 0 51 

teeth  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
trophies  AU 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 2 

Skins 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 2 4 

Specimens 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 0 51 0 1 0 0 52 

Specimens 
Total ml 

 

0 0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.5 0 2 

Teeth 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

Trophies 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 2 

Grand 
Total no 

 

0 0 0 0 2 51 3 1 0 2 59 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Kenya, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 46. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Liberia, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
leather 

products 
(small)  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

skins  US 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
specimens  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

Grand 
Total 

  

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 3 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Liberia, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 47. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Malawi, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  LK 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
Grand 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 3 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Malawi, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 48. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Mali, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live  GM 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skins  US 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Grand 
Total 

  0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
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Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Mali, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 49. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Mozambique, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 

sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

skeletons  ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skin 

pieces 
 DE 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 

skin 
pieces 

 ZA 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 4 0 0 6 

skins  AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins  CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skins  CH 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 6 
skins  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 5 
skins  ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 1 5 1 14 
skins  FR 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 8 1 1 13 
skins  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 2 0 0 6 
skins  HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  IS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 4 
skins  IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 
skins  MZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 4 
skins  NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
skins  NO 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  PT 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 4 2 0 10 
skins  RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  SZ 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 
skins  US 0 0 0 0 0 1 34 48 22 0 105 
skins  XX 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  ZA 0 5 0 0 9 3 6 17 22 0 62 
skins  ZW 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 3 5 0 11 
skulls  AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 
skulls  CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skulls  CH 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 6 
skulls  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 5 
skulls  ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 2 5 1 16 
skulls  FR 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 8 1 1 13 
skulls  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 8 
skulls  HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  IS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 4 
skulls  IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 
skulls  MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 
skulls  NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 4 
skulls  NL 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
skulls  NO 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 3 
skulls  PT 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5 2 0 10 
skulls  RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  US 0 0 0 0 3 1 37 41 23 0 105 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skulls  XX 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  ZA 0 5 0 0 0 3 8 19 28 8 71 
skulls  ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 5 0 10 

trophies  AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  BG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
trophies  DE 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 1 3 8 
trophies  DK 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  ES 15 11 8 4 10 5 2 7 0 3 65 
trophies  FR 0 3 2 14 4 4 2 6 2 5 42 
trophies  GB 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 3 
trophies  HU 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  IS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
trophies  LT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
trophies  LU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
trophies  MX 2 8 12 6 1 0 0 1 1 1 32 
trophies  NA 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3 
trophies  NO 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 3 
trophies  PL 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 
trophies  PT 6 7 6 4 8 4 2 3 2 1 43 
trophies  RU 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 3 
trophies  SZ 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
trophies  US 6 4 14 15 21 16 7 18 12 20 133 
trophies  XX 15 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 2 20 
trophies  ZA 21 19 13 6 9 9 9 19 11 8 124 
trophies  ZW 5 4 3 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 16 
Bodies 
Total 

  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

Skeletons 
Total 

  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

Skin 
Pieces 
Total 

  
0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 8 

Skins 
Total 

  2 6 1 0 13 7 70 92 62 4 257 

Skulls 
Total 

  1 5 0 0 4 7 76 92 70 13 268 

Trophies 
Total 

  76 58 59 52 56 49 23 59 31 49 512 

Grand 
Total 

  79 69 60 52 77 63 170 247 163 67 1047 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Mozambique, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 50. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Namibia, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  AT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  CA 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 5 
bodies  DE 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 
bodies  ES 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  GB 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 4 
bodies  IS 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  IT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  NL 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
bodies  RU 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 3 
bodies  UA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  US 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 
bones  CA 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 4 
bones  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 
bones  SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
bones  US 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 5 
claws  US 0 26 0 0 0 4 0 0 18 0 48 
hair  NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
live  CU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 12 

skin pieces  CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  AT 5 8 12 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 27 
skins  CA 2 4 0 1 6 1 3 2 0 0 19 
skins  CH 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  DE 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 1 0 5 
skins  ES 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  FR 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
skins  GB 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 3 
skins  RU 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 3 
skins  SE 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 3 
skins  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skins  US 0 1 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 5 
skins  ZA 0 5 0 0 1 1 4 0 0 0 11 
skulls  AT 4 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 
skulls  CA 2 4 0 1 7 1 4 2 0 1 22 
skulls  CH 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skulls  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
skulls  DK 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  GB 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
skulls  NL 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 
skulls  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
skulls  SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skulls  US 0 2 1 0 3 2 0 1 0 1 10 
skulls  ZA 0 5 0 0 0 1 4 0 2 1 13 

specimens ml DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 0 0 60 
specimens ml US 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 6 
specimens  DE 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 1233 0 900 2233 
specimens  TH 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
specimens  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
specimens  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35 130 165 

teeth  AT 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
teeth  DE 31 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31 
teeth  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 0 0 0 27 
teeth  SE 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 0 18 

trophies  AR 0 0 0 1 4 1 1 1 1 3 12 
trophies  AT 12 19 8 15 14 2 3 4 11 6 94 
trophies  BE 2 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 5 



51 

 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies  BG 4 3 3 2 1 3 1 3 0 0 20 
trophies  BR 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  CA 1 3 0 1 5 3 3 3 1 6 26 
trophies  CH 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 7 
trophies  CR 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  CS 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  CZ 4 3 2 3 1 0 1 1 2 3 20 
trophies  DE 38 43 29 28 43 17 3 23 16 19 259 
trophies  DK 3 4 3 3 7 4 29 0 1 1 55 
trophies  EE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  EG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  ES 5 8 14 12 15 4 3 4 0 4 69 
trophies  FI 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 3 1 3 12 
trophies  FR 18 2 2 18 18 7 6 4 7 2 84 
trophies  GB 1 2 2 2 0 2 0 1 1 0 11 
trophies  HR 1 2 3 3 4 1 1 0 0 0 15 
trophies  HU 0 0 5 4 6 2 0 1 2 1 21 
trophies  IT 0 1 1 2 5 4 0 2 1 0 16 
trophies  LT 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 4 
trophies  LU 1 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 5 
trophies  LV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 4 
trophies  MX 1 6 6 4 7 0 2 2 9 4 41 
trophies  NA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  NL 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 4 
trophies  NO 0 1 0 2 3 1 1 0 1 0 9 
trophies  NZ 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 
trophies  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
trophies  PL 5 4 4 5 5 2 1 1 2 2 31 
trophies  PT 4 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 8 
trophies  RO 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  RS 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  RU 0 1 2 8 11 10 6 6 3 8 55 
trophies  SE 0 2 5 3 3 0 0 2 0 1 16 
trophies  SG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
trophies  SI 1 2 2 2 4 1 0 2 0 0 14 
trophies  SK 1 2 1 2 3 1 2 1 2 1 16 
trophies  SL 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 0 0 5 
trophies  SZ 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  UA 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 
trophies  US 51 71 71 87 157 76 30 40 29 33 645 
trophies  VG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  XX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  ZA 7 8 12 9 18 8 6 4 5 1 78 
trophies  ZW 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  AT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
trophies  US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
Bodies 
Total 

  0 0 1 2 1 13 3 1 0 4 25 

Bones 
Total 

  0 0 0 0 4 0 2 0 2 6 14 

Claws 
Total 

  0 26 0 0 0 4 0 0 18 0 48 

Hair Total   0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
Live Total   0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 12 

Skin 
Pieces 
Total 

  
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

Skins 
Total 

  7 18 13 1 14 8 14 5 2 1 83 

Skulls 
Total 

  6 12 9 2 14 6 8 7 4 4 72 

Specimens 
Total 

  0 0 0 0 0 101 0 1233 36 1030 2400 

Specimens 
Total 

ml  0 0 0 0 0 6 0 60 0 0 66 

Teeth 
Total 

  31 0 8 0 0 18 27 0 0 0 84 

Trophies 
Total 

  168 197 181 226 344 155 103 111 100 105 1690 

Grand 
Total 

no  212 253 212 231 377 305 158 1363 168 1151 4430 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Namibia, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 51. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Nigeria, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
derivatives  US 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 

hair 
products 

 US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

skin 
pieces 

 US 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 3 

skins  HU 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  US 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 5 
teeth  US 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 8 
Skins 
Total 

  1 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 6 

Grand 
Total 

  1 3 3 0 1 10 0 2 1 0 21 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Nigeria, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 52. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Senegal, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 

specimens  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 18 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Senegal, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 53. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Sierra Leone, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 
sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 

derivatives  DK 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Sierra Leone, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
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Table 54. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from South Africa, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 
sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  CA 0 0 0 1 1 0 4 2 1 2 11 
bodies  CN 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 1 0 7 
bodies  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
bodies  DK 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
bodies  ES 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 2 
bodies  FR 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
bodies  GB 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 4 
bodies  KW 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  MX 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  NA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  NZ 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 3 
bodies  PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
bodies  US 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 4 0 0 8 
bone 

pieces 
 US 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

bones  CA 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
bones  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
bones  DK 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 0 0 0 6 
bones  MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 0 0 5 
bones  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
bones  US 0 0 0 0 2 4 29 5 2 4 46 

carvings  US 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
claws  GB 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 
claws  NZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
claws  US 0 44 18 2 36 8 26 18 18 0 170 

derivatives  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0 50 
derivatives  LV 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
derivatives  MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
derivatives  US 0 0 0 0 20 2 0 0 0 0 22 

feet  US 0 0 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 
garments  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
garments  IT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
garments  NZ 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
garments  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

hair  GB 0 0 0 0 209 0 0 0 0 0 209 
leather 

products 
(large) 

 PH 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 AU 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 PT 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

leather 
products 
(small) 

 US 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

live  AE 2 2 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 8 
live  BE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live  CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live  EG 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 2 1 2 12 
live  ES 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
live  GA 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 4 0 10 
live  JP 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 4 
live  MW 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 0 12 
live  PK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
live  SA 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live  TH 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 
live  UG 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

skin pieces  NZ 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 
skin pieces  US 0 0 0 54 0 0 0 1 2 0 57 

skins  AT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins  AU 2 3 0 1 0 3 1 0 0 0 10 
skins  BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  BR 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  CA 1 5 0 6 4 0 0 2 0 1 19 
skins  CG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
skins  CH 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  CR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 5 
skins  DE 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 5 1 0 8 
skins  DK 0 0 0 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 4 
skins  EE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  ES 0 3 0 0 0 11 12 3 0 0 29 
skins  FI 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
skins  FR 2 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 8 
skins  GB 2 0 0 0 2 1 1 0 0 1 7 
skins  IT 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  MX 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 6 
skins  MZ 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 
skins  NL 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  NO 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 0 0 4 
skins  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins  PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  PT 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 4 
skins  RU 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 2 0 5 
skins  SE 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skins  SZ 0 2 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 6 
skins  TZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  US 0 27 0 0 2 40 52 37 3 2 163 
skulls kg BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.65 0.65 
skulls  AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 4 
skulls  AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 4 
skulls  AU 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 3 
skulls  BE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 
skulls  BR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  CA 1 2 0 4 5 0 4 4 1 2 23 
skulls  CN 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  CO 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 3 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skulls  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 5 
skulls  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 6 1 0 8 
skulls  DK 0 0 0 1 1 4 3 0 0 2 11 
skulls  EE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  ES 0 4 1 0 1 13 15 3 0 2 39 
skulls  FI 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 0 4 
skulls  FR 1 0 0 0 2 4 3 0 2 6 18 
skulls  GB 0 1 0 1 2 3 2 2 0 0 11 
skulls  HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skulls  IT 0 0 0 0 1 1 4 3 2 1 12 
skulls  MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  MX 0 2 0 0 1 4 7 0 0 0 14 
skulls  MZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 3 
skulls  NA 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 
skulls  NO 0 0 0 0 1 2 4 0 0 1 8 
skulls  NZ 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 4 
skulls  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  PH 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 0 5 
skulls  PK 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 0 4 
skulls  PT 0 0 0 0 3 6 7 0 0 0 16 
skulls  QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 4 8 
skulls  RU 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 6 11 
skulls  SE 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 2 1 7 
skulls  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skulls  TZ 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 5 
skulls  UA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  US 0 43 2 0 16 50 74 45 11 37 278 
skulls  ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

specimens  CN 4 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 1 9 
specimens  NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
specimens  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 150 0 0 150 

tails  GB 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
teeth  BR 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
teeth  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 

trophies  AE 0 1 1 0 1 0 7 0 0 1 11 
trophies  AR 0 0 3 0 1 0 2 1 4 1 12 
trophies  AT 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 
trophies  AU 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3 
trophies  BE 3 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 0 1 8 
trophies  BR 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 5 
trophies  BW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  CA 1 0 1 4 1 0 2 2 6 4 21 
trophies  CH 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 3 
trophies  CL 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  CN 2 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 2 0 9 
trophies  CO 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 4 
trophies  CR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
trophies  CZ 1 0 0 2 1 1 3 2 0 0 10 
trophies  DE 2 1 1 0 2 0 4 7 5 3 25 
trophies  DK 0 0 3 2 5 7 3 1 1 1 23 
trophies  EE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 
trophies  ES 9 6 5 8 11 11 4 2 2 5 63 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies  FI 1 0 0 0 1 2 2 0 1 1 8 
trophies  FR 3 6 1 7 1 6 3 2 4 2 35 
trophies  GB 1 1 2 4 3 2 2 2 0 2 19 
trophies  GT 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 3 
trophies  ID 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
trophies  IE 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  IS 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 4 
trophies  IT 1 0 1 1 4 2 6 3 2 1 21 
trophies  KW 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  LB 1 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 5 
trophies  LT 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 1 5 
trophies  LV 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
trophies  MX 2 4 3 11 3 9 7 6 2 6 53 
trophies  MZ 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 3 
trophies  NA 1 4 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 8 
trophies  NC 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  NL 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 
trophies  NO 0 1 0 1 0 0 4 2 2 1 11 
trophies  NP 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  NZ 1 0 0 0 2 4 1 2 0 0 10 
trophies  PH 1 0 0 1 38 4 2 0 0 0 46 
trophies  PK 2 1 1 0 1 0 1 3 0 0 9 
trophies  PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 5 
trophies  PT 0 1 2 1 6 2 7 0 0 0 19 
trophies  QA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 2 0 6 
trophies  RO 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  RS 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 3 
trophies  RU 4 0 1 0 2 2 5 9 4 18 45 
trophies  SA 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SE 0 3 1 0 0 3 2 0 2 0 11 
trophies  SI 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SK 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 4 
trophies  SV 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  TZ 1 1 1 1 1 4 0 0 0 0 9 
trophies  UA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  US 68 85 76 98 89 74 53 69 64 53 729 
trophies  ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
trophies  ZW 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 
Bodies 
Total 

  1 0 0 2 9 6 9 13 3 2 44 

Bone 
Pieces 
Total 

  0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

Bones 
Total 

  0 1 0 2 2 8 35 8 2 5 63 

Carvings 
Total 

  1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Claws 
Total 

  0 44 18 2 37 12 26 18 18 0 175 

Derivatives   0 0 0 0 20 6 50 0 0 0 76 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
Total 

Feet Total   0 0 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 
Garments 

Total 
  1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 3 

Hair Total   0 0 0 0 209 0 0 0 0 0 209 
Leather 
Products 
(large) 
Total 

  0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Leather 
Products 
(small) 
Total 

  0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 

Live Total   2 2 2 5 3 11 11 11 5 6 56 
Skin 

Pieces 
Total 

  0 0 0 60 0 0 0 1 2 0 63 

Skins Total   9 42 2 10 13 70 85 53 8 7 290 
Skulls 
Total 

  3 54 3 6 37 103 145 75 27 69 519 

Skulls 
Total 

kg  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.65 0.65 

Specimens 
Total 

  4 0 0 1 1 2 0 151 0 1 156 

Tails Total   0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
Teeth 
Total 

  0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 8 

Trophies 
Total 

  115 119 113 148 185 145 129 129 112 109 1189 

Grand 
Total 

no  136 268 138 268 517 365 490 460 178 204 3024 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from South Africa, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 55. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Sudan, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
leather 

products 
(small) 

 US 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 

live  SA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live  SY 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
live  ZA 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

shoes  US 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
skins  AE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Live 
Total 

  2 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 

Grand 
Total 

  2 3 6 0 0 4 1 0 0 0 16 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Sudan, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 56. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Swaziland, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 

sources. 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live  ZA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skins  CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
skins  ZA 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 2 0 0 9 

specimens  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
Skins 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 7 0 0 4 0 0 11 

Grand 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 8 0 0 6 0 0 14 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Swaziland, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 57. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Togo, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  ES 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Togo, all sources, all purposes, on 
03/23/2016. 

 
Table 58. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from the United Republic of Tanzania, 2005-2014, all 

purposes and all sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 3 
bodies  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
bodies  RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
bones  IT 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
bones  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 8 0 10 
bones  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
feet  BR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
hair  NL 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 
live  NI 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

skin pieces  AT 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  AR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  AT 0 3 1 0 3 4 0 0 1 0 12 
skins  AU 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 3 
skins  BE 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 3 
skins  BG 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  BR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  CA 8 3 0 1 8 1 1 5 0 0 27 
skins  CH 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 4 
skins  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  DE 0 0 0 0 4 1 3 3 3 0 14 
skins  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 
skins  ES 0 0 0 0 16 14 3 3 1 0 37 
skins  FR 1 1 0 0 28 20 11 10 6 2 79 
skins  GB 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 5 
skins  HU 0 0 0 0 8 0 2 0 3 0 13 
skins  IT 0 0 0 0 5 5 2 2 0 0 14 
skins  JM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
skins  MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  MX 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 2 0 5 
skins  NL 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins  PL 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  RU 0 0 0 0 6 4 4 1 2 0 17 
skins  SB 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  US 0 0 0 0 41 40 10 47 14 3 155 
skins  ZA 0 15 0 0 9 11 12 5 3 0 55 
skins  ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  AR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  AT 0 0 1 0 3 4 0 0 1 0 9 
skulls  AU 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 3 
skulls  BE 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 3 
skulls  BG 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  BR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  CA 5 3 0 1 7 1 1 3 0 0 21 
skulls  CH 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 4 
skulls  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  DE 0 0 0 0 4 1 3 3 3 0 14 
skulls  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  ES 0 0 0 0 16 14 3 3 1 0 37 
skulls  FR 0 1 0 0 28 22 11 10 5 1 78 
skulls  GB 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 3 
skulls  HU 0 0 0 0 8 0 2 0 3 0 13 
skulls  IT 0 0 0 0 5 5 2 1 0 0 13 
skulls  JM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
skulls  MG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  MX 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 2 0 5 
skulls  NO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
skulls  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  PL 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skulls  RU 0 0 0 0 6 4 4 1 2 0 17 
skulls  SB 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  US 1 0 1 0 41 40 10 43 14 1 151 
skulls  ZA 0 15 0 0 9 15 11 6 6 4 66 
skulls  ZW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  CA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

specimens  KW 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
tails  FR 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies  AE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 3 
trophies  AR 0 2 2 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 7 
trophies  AT 0 2 4 1 3 3 4 6 1 4 28 
trophies  BE 3 3 5 7 9 3 0 0 0 0 30 
trophies  BG 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 5 
trophies  BR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  BY 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  CA 4 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 9 
trophies  CH 2 0 8 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 
trophies  CN 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 4 
trophies  CZ 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 5 
trophies  DE 11 8 7 5 11 7 8 6 3 7 73 
trophies  DK 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 0 0 1 10 
trophies  ES 27 40 40 19 16 20 11 4 6 6 189 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies  FI 2 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 6 
trophies  FR 102 30 28 106 37 32 16 53 16 19 439 
trophies  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
trophies  HR 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 6 
trophies  HU 0 0 0 4 9 4 8 6 5 7 43 
trophies  IE 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  IT 14 8 8 7 7 7 8 9 6 5 79 
trophies  JM 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  LT 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  LU 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 6 
trophies  LV 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 4 
trophies  MX 20 26 22 27 21 16 15 7 14 13 181 
trophies  NL 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 
trophies  NO 1 3 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
trophies  PL 0 1 0 1 2 0 1 0 0 0 5 
trophies  PT 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  RO 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 5 
trophies  RS 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 3 
trophies  RU 1 3 7 8 12 10 8 9 0 4 62 
trophies  SE 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  TR 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  US 137 149 107 173 134 84 59 98 80 97 1118 
trophies  ZA 7 19 13 17 8 6 0 4 12 10 96 
trophies  ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 
Bodies 
Total 

  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 5 

Bones 
Total 

  0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 8 0 13 

Feet Total   0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
Hair Total   0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 
Live Total   0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Skin Pieces 

Total 
  0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Skins Total   11 25 1 1 135 108 56 79 39 7 462 
Skulls 
Total 

  6 19 2 1 135 114 54 73 41 7 452 

Specimens 
Total 

  1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Tails Total   0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
Trophies 

Total 
  342 305 261 386 280 201 141 210 148 181 2455 

Grand 
Total 

  360 352 264 398 550 427 254 364 239 195 3403 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from the United Republic of Tanzania, all 
sources, all purposes, on 03/23/2016. 

 
Table 59. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Zambia, 2005-2014, all purposes and all sources. 

 
Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
bones  DE 0 0 0 257 0 0 0 0 0 0 257 
bones  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
hair  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 7 
skins  CA 2 3 0 0 4 1 2 0 0 0 12 
skins  ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
skins  GB 0 1 0 2 3 1 0 1 1 0 9 
skins  LU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins  SZ 0 0 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
skins  US 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  ZA 0 4 0 0 0 3 8 3 0 0 18 
skulls  BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  CA 0 1 0 0 4 1 2 0 0 0 8 
skulls  DK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  GB 0 1 0 2 1 1 0 1 1 0 7 
skulls  IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
skulls  LU 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
skulls  MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 
skulls  US 1 1 0 0 0 0 6 0 1 0 9 
skulls  ZA 0 4 0 0 0 5 8 4 1 1 23 

specimens g US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 16 
specimens  CH 0 96 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 96 
specimens  DE 0 0 53 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 97 
specimens  GB 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
trophies  AT 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 6 1 1 11 
trophies  AU 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 
trophies  BE 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 2 1 0 7 
trophies  BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
trophies  CA 2 1 0 0 3 14 2 0 1 0 23 
trophies  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 3 
trophies  DE 0 0 0 1 4 6 6 4 2 0 23 
trophies  DK 0 0 1 1 0 0 6 2 1 0 11 
trophies  ES 4 2 4 8 6 2 6 3 3 0 38 
trophies  FI 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  FR 3 2 0 4 5 2 2 4 3 0 25 
trophies  GB 2 2 2 3 2 1 1 2 0 0 15 
trophies  HU 0 0 1 2 3 4 3 6 0 0 19 
trophies  IT 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 1 2 1 10 
trophies  JM 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  LT 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  LV 0 4 3 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 12 
trophies  MX 1 0 0 3 7 6 11 11 1 0 40 
trophies  NO 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
trophies  PK 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 
trophies  PT 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  RU 1 0 3 5 1 0 0 3 0 0 13 
trophies  SE 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 4 0 6 
trophies  SI 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  SK 0 0 0 3 2 0 3 2 0 0 10 
trophies  SL 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SZ 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  UA 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  US 54 46 39 48 42 48 36 112 39 2 466 
trophies  ZA 7 6 6 7 9 4 6 7 3 0 55 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies  ZW 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
trophies  PK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Bodies 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

Bones 
Total 

 
 0 0 0 257 0 1 0 0 0 0 258 

Hair Total 
  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 7 

Skins Total 
  4 8 3 6 7 5 13 4 2 0 52 

Skulls 
Total 

 
 1 7 0 2 5 7 25 5 4 1 57 

Specimens 
Total 

  
0 104 53 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 201 

Specimens 
Total g 

 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 16 

Trophies 
Total 

  
75 64 71 94 91 94 91 165 63 5 813 

Grand Total 
  

80 183 127 403 103 107 130 174 76 6 1389 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Zambia, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 

 
Table 60. Gross Imports of Panthera pardus from Zimbabwe, 2005-2014, all purposes and all 

sources. 
 

Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies  CA 0 0 0 2 4 0 0 0 0 0 6 
bodies  GB 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  HK 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies  KR 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
bodies  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
bones  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 2 7 
bones  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 
claws  GB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 5 
claws  MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 18 0 36 
claws  US 0 0 0 0 8 0 1 20 0 0 29 

derivatives  AT 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
feet  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 

leather 
products 
(large)  US 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 

live  ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 
skeletons  FR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skin pieces  NZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skin pieces  US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 4 

skins kg IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 
skins  AT 2 3 2 0 0 0 3 3 2 0 15 
skins  BG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  BR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins  BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
skins  CA 0 9 0 9 7 7 4 3 3 1 43 
skins  CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  CN 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4 0 6 
skins  DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 5 4 0 14 
skins  DK 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 1 0 4 
skins  ES 0 0 0 0 2 1 7 5 1 0 16 
skins  FI 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skins  FR 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 5 4 0 12 
skins  GB 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 2 3 0 10 
skins  HK 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins  HN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins  HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 4 
skins  IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 4 
skins  LT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 
skins  MX 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3 1 1 6 
skins  NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 6 
skins  NZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 
skins  PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
skins  PT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  RO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins  RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 0 1 7 
skins  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
skins  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
skins  US 0 0 0 0 3 2 55 128 68 6 262 
skins  YU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins  ZA 0 20 0 0 1 9 8 12 2 3 55 
skulls kg IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
skulls  AR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 
skulls  AT 2 0 2 0 0 0 3 3 2 0 12 
skulls  BE 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
skulls  BG 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 2 
skulls  BW 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
skulls  CA 0 9 0 19 12 9 4 2 3 1 59 
skulls  CH 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 2 
skulls  CL 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  CZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4 0 6 
skulls  DE 0 0 0 0 1 0 6 6 4 0 17 
skulls  DK 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 1 0 4 
skulls  ES 0 0 0 0 3 1 8 5 2 0 19 
skulls  FI 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
skulls  FR 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 8 5 0 15 
skulls  GB 0 0 0 0 3 1 2 2 2 1 11 
skulls  HK 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skulls  HN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  HU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 4 
skulls  IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 4 
skulls  LT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 
skulls  MU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 1 5 
skulls  NO 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 
skulls  NZ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 3 
skulls  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  PL 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
skulls  PT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skulls  RO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skulls  RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 0 1 7 
skulls  SE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 3 
skulls  SK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
skulls  US 0 3 1 7 9 5 58 134 74 9 300 
skulls  YU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skulls  ZA 0 22 0 1 1 9 8 11 6 3 61 

specimens  CN 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 
tails  US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 10 
teeth  CH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 8 
teeth  NZ 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies  AR 1 2 2 0 1 0 1 7 0 0 14 
trophies  AT 4 6 2 4 3 1 4 2 1 2 29 
trophies  AU 0 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 
trophies  BE 1 2 2 2 1 3 1 0 1 0 13 
trophies  BG 0 1 4 1 0 1 2 1 0 2 12 
trophies  BR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
trophies  CA 9 10 2 8 4 4 1 5 3 2 48 
trophies  CH 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 2 6 
trophies  CL 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies  CN 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 1 1 0 5 
trophies  CR 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  CZ 3 3 0 0 2 1 3 1 4 0 17 
trophies  DE 9 12 4 4 5 5 8 8 8 4 67 
trophies  DK 3 3 2 3 10 6 4 3 0 1 35 
trophies  EE 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 
trophies  ES 25 20 26 18 13 8 10 8 6 4 138 
trophies  FI 2 2 1 2 1 2 3 1 0 1 15 
trophies  FR 30 9 8 8 5 2 2 10 7 5 86 
trophies  GB 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 2 2 2 13 
trophies  HR 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  HU 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 1 6 
trophies  IT 4 2 4 7 4 3 6 3 1 0 34 
trophies  LT 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 5 
trophies  LU 0 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 
trophies  LV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 
trophies  MU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  MX 8 15 2 4 6 13 8 5 5 5 71 
trophies  NO 1 0 1 2 1 3 0 1 0 0 9 
trophies  NZ 1 0 0 0 2 2 1 0 1 0 7 
trophies  PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
trophies  PH 0 0 0 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 5 
trophies  PK 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  PL 0 5 4 2 1 3 6 2 1 4 28 
trophies  PT 2 3 1 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 10 
trophies  QA 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  RO 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 3 
trophies  RS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
trophies  RU 5 1 3 6 7 6 4 10 0 1 43 
trophies  SA 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
trophies  SE 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 1 2 2 12 
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Term Unit Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies  SG 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SI 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SK 2 0 1 3 0 1 0 0 1 1 9 
trophies  SL 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies  SZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
trophies  UA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 4 
trophies  US 185 156 178 143 180 143 126 132 129 117 1489 
trophies  XX 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies  ZA 30 19 23 24 28 6 11 8 10 11 170 
trophies  ZM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
Bodies 
Total 

  

3 0 1 2 5 0 0 1 0 0 12 

Bones 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 1 2 11 

Claws 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 8 0 1 38 23 0 70 

Derivatives 
Total 

  

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Feet Total 
  

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 
Leather 
Products 
(large) 
Total 

  

0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 

Live Total 
  

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 
Skeletons 

Total 
  

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Skin 
Pieces 
Total 

  

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 5 

Skins Total 
  2 34 2 11 18 21 95 192 101 14 490 

Skins Total kg 
 

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Skulls 
Total  

 

2 34 3 28 33 30 101 199 112 18 560 

Skulls 
Total kg 

 

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

Specimens 
Total 

 
 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 

Tails Total 
  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 10 

Teeth 
Total 

 
 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 9 

Trophies 
Total 

 
 333 285 277 253 281 220 204 220 192 177 2442 

Grand 
Total 

  

342 361 285 294 345 274 401 667 434 226 3629 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus from Zimbabwe, all sources, all purposes, on 

03/23/2016. 
 

Table 61: Imports of Panthera pardus into Austria, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 
 

Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies H W AT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins H W AT 3 0 0 0 3 4 4 3 4 0 21 

trophies H W AT 17 26 9 10 17 10 11 18 13 10 141 
trophies H W AT 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
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Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins P O AT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins P W AT 4 14 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 33 

trophies P W AT 0 1 6 12 4 1 1 0 2 4 31 
skins Q O AT 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

bodies total 
   

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins total 

   
7 14 15 0 4 4 4 3 5 0 56 

trophies total 
   

17 27 15 22 21 11 13 18 15 14 173 
Grand Total 

   
24 41 30 22 25 16 17 21 20 14 230 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into Austria by individual sources and purposes, 
on 03/16/2016. 

 
Table 62: Imports of Panthera pardus into Canada, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 

 
Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies E W CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
skins E W CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

trophies H C CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
bodies H W CA 0 0 0 6 8 0 6 2 1 4 27 
skins H W CA 11 22 0 18 32 10 10 11 3 2 119 

trophies H W CA 16 17 3 15 16 22 9 10 8 13 129 
trophies H F CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
trophies P I CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

skins P O CA 0 0 0 2 1 0 1 1 0 1 6 
bodies P W CA 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 3 
skins P W CA 2 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 6 

trophies P W CA 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 6 
bodies T O CA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
skins T W CA 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
live Z C CA 0 1 2 1 0 1 0 1 2 2 10 

bodies total 
   

0 1 2 7 9 1 6 5 1 5 33 
live total 

   
0 1 2 1 0 1 0 1 2 2 10 

skins total 
   

15 24 0 20 34 10 11 13 3 4 134 
trophies total 

   
34 43 3 51 69 22 32 33 21 34 141 

Grand Total 
   

34 42 5 43 60 33 26 30 18 26 318 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into Canada by individual sources and purposes, 

on 03/17/2016. 
 

Table 63: Imports of Panthera pardus into France, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 
 

Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies H W FR 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins H W FR 2 1 1 0 28 25 19 23 11 0 110 

trophies H W FR 188 74 33 47 52 44 10 11 10 4 473 
skins P O FR 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 5 

bodies P W FR 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
skins P W FR 2 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 2 2 9 

trophies P W FR 4 2 33 138 60 51 32 76 33 30 459 
live Q C FR 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 6 
live Z C FR 0 1 3 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 7 

bodies total    0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 
live total    0 3 3 1 0 2 0 0 0 4 13 

skins total    7 1 1 1 29 26 20 24 13 2 124 
trophies total    192 76 66 185 112 95 42 87 43 34 932 
Grand Total    199 80 70 187 144 123 62 111 56 40 1,072 
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Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into France by individual sources and purposes, 
on 03/17/2016. 

 
Table 64: Imports of Panthera pardus into Germany, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 

 
Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live B C DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 

bodies H W DE 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins H W DE 0 0 0 0 5 2 12 15 8 0 42 

trophies H W DE 62 66 30 41 60 34 30 46 38 36 443 
bodies P O DE 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins P O DE 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 

trophies P O DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
bodies P W DE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins P W DE 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 3 

trophies P W DE 4 1 3 0 4 3 2 1 0 0 18 
live Q C DE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies Q O DE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins T O DE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins T U DE 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
skins T W DE 0 0 7 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 8 
live Z C DE 0 0 2 0 3 0 0 2 0 0 7 

bodies total    0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 
live total    0 1 2 0 3 0 2 2 0 0 10 

skins total    1 1 14 0 5 4 14 15 9 0 63 
trophies total    66 67 33 42 64 37 32 48 38 36 463 
Grand Total 

   
67 69 50 43 72 42 48 65 47 36 539 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into Germany by individual sources and 
purposes, on 03/17/2016. 

 
Table 65: Imports of Panthera pardus into Italy, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 

 
Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 

trophies H R IT 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies H W IT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
skins H W IT 0 0 0 0 5 5 4 3 2 0 19 

trophies H W IT 20 12 15 18 23 18 22 18 12 7 165 
skins P O IT 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies P W IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 
skins Q O IT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
live Z C IT 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

bodies total 
   

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
live total 

   
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skins total 
   

0 0 0 1 5 5 4 4 2 0 21 
trophies total 

   
20 12 15 19 23 18 22 18 15 7 169 

Grand Total 
   

20 12 15 20 29 24 26 22 17 7 192 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into Italy by individual sources and purposes, on 

03/17/2016. 
 

Table 66: Imports of Panthera pardus into Mexico, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 
 

Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies H C MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
trophies H F MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 
trophies H I MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 



68 

 

trophies H O MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 6 
bodies H W MX 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins H W MX 0 0 0 0 3 4 3 4 5 0 19 

trophies H W MX 39 68 50 57 49 46 38 48 30 29 454 
trophies H W MX 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
trophies P W MX 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 5 

live Q C MX 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 3 
trophies T W MX 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 

live Z C MX 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 
bodies total 

   
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

live total 
   

0 0 0 4 0 2 0 0 1 1 8 
skins total 

   
0 0 0 0 3 4 3 4 6 0 20 

trophies total 
   

40 68 52 60 56 48 45 49 34 29 481 
Grand Total 

   
40 68 52 64 59 54 48 53 41 30 510 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into Mexico by individual sources and purposes, 
on 03/17/2016. 

 
Table 67: Imports of Panthera pardus into Russia, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 

 
Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live B C RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 

bodies H W RU 0 0 3 0 0 2 1 1 0 1 8 
live H W RU 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 

skins H W RU 0 0 0 0 7 6 8 7 2 0 30 
trophies H W RU 15 8 20 29 36 35 23 51 15 31 263 

live N W RU 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4 
skins P C RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 

bodies P W RU 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
trophies P W RU 0 0 0 5 5 2 2 4 14 5 37 

live Q U RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 
live Q W RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 

skins T O RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 
live Z C RU 0 5 3 3 0 0 2 2 6 3 24 
live Z F RU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

bodies total 
   

0 0 3 0 1 2 1 1 0 1 9 
live total 

   
0 5 3 3 4 2 10 5 6 3 41 

skins total 
   

0 0 0 0 7 6 8 11 4 0 36 
trophies total 

   
15 8 20 34 41 37 25 55 29 36 300 

Grand Total 
   

15 13 26 37 53 47 44 72 39 40 386 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into Russia by individual sources and purposes, 

on 03/17/2016. 
 

Table 68: Imports of Panthera pardus into South Africa, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 
 

Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
live B C ZA 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 1 0 0 5 
live B F ZA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live B F ZA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live B W ZA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
live E C ZA 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 

trophies H C ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
trophies H F ZA 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies H R ZA 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

skins H W ZA 0 51 0 0 22 28 41 38 27 0 207 
trophies H W ZA 87 74 73 76 80 43 40 46 43 25 587 
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Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
skins L W ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
skins P C ZA 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 
skins P O ZA 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 
skins P W ZA 6 1 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 10 

trophies P W ZA 2 0 0 0 1 0 4 12 1 0 20 
live Q C ZA 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 
live T C ZA 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 3 8 
live T W ZA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 

trophies T W ZA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 
live Z C ZA 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 2 2 2 9 
live Z W ZA 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

live total    1 2 2 4 6 4 4 4 4 5 36 
skins total    8 52 0 0 32 28 42 40 27 0 229 

trophies total    89 75 74 78 81 43 45 59 44 25 613 
Grand Total    98 129 76 82 119 75 91 103 75 30 878 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into South Africa by individual sources and 
purposes, on 03/17/2016. 

 
Table 69: Imports of Panthera pardus into Spain, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 

 
Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
bodies H W ES 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 3 
skins H W ES 0 3 0 0 18 27 32 12 7 0 99 

trophies H W ES 90 91 100 76 72 53 39 29 18 20 588 
trophies P W ES 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 11 0 15 

live Q C ES 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
live T C ES 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

skins T W ES 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies total 

   
0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 3 

live total    0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 3 
skins total 

   
0 3 0 0 19 27 32 12 7 0 101 

trophies total 
   

90 91 100 76 72 53 42 30 29 20 602 
Grand Total 

   
90 94 100 76 91 84 75 43 36 20 709 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into Spain by individual sources and purposes, 
on 03/17/2016. 

 
Table 70: Imports of Panthera pardus into the United States of America, all sources, all purposes 2005-2014. 

 
Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 

trophies E W US 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
trophies H C US 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 
trophies H I US 21 31 19 30 14 13 14 18 10 5 175 

skins H R US 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
bodies H W US 1 0 0 0 0 6 1 4 0 0 12 
skins H W US 1 26 4 1 46 83 152 262 106 2 683 

trophies H W US 497 512 494 566 642 445 296 460 345 316 4,573 
trophies H W US 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

skins L W US 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
trophies P I US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 

skins P O US 1 2 0 1 0 2 1 6 1 1 15 
trophies P O US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

skins P U US 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
bodies P W US 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
skins P W US 4 2 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 11 
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Term Purpose Source Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total 
trophies P W US 4 3 4 4 1 0 1 10 6 2 35 

live Q C US 0 0 0 1 1 2 2 0 1 0 7 
skins Q O US 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 
skins Q W US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
skins S U US 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
skins T I US 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 5 
skins T O US 3 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 6 
skins T U US 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

trophies T U US 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
skins T W US 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 3 

trophies T W US 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 
live Z C US 0 0 0 6 3 0 1 1 3 3 17 
live Z F US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
live Z F US 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

bodies total 
   

1 0 0 0 0 6 2 5 0 0 14 
live total 

   
0 0 0 7 4 2 3 3 4 3 26 

skins total 
   

13 35 7 15 48 87 154 269 110 3 741 
trophies total 

   
522 547 522 600 657 459 312 489 362 324 4,794 

Grand Total 
   

536 582 529 622 709 554 471 766 476 330 5,575 
Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “gross imports” of Panthera pardus into the United States of America by individual 

sources and purposes, on 03/17/2016. 
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January 30, 2017 

 

Janine Van Norman 

Chief, Branch of Foreign Species 

Endangered Species Program 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: ES 

Falls Church, VA 22041 

 

Re: Petitioners’ Comments on the Status Review for Panthera pardus 
(Docket No. FWS–HQ–ES–2016–0131) 

 

Dear Chief Van Norman, 

On July 25, 2016 a coalition of wildlife protection and conservation organizations – The Humane Society of 

the United States, Humane Society International, Center for Biological Diversity, International Fund for Animal 

Welfare, and the Fund for Animals (“Petitioners”) – petitioned the Secretary of the Interior and the U.S. Fish 

and Wildlife Service (“FWS” or “the Service”) to list all leopards of the species Panthera pardus as endangered 

under the Endangered Species Act (“ESA”, 16 U.S.C. §§ 1531 et seq.).  Petitioners applaud the Service for its 

positive 90-day finding and for initiating a status review to determine if African leopards living south of and 

including Gabon, Congo, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Uganda, and Kenya1 qualify as endangered. See 

                                                           
1 Petitioners note that the Federal Register notice initiating the status review (81 Fed. Reg. at 86317) incorrectly states that 
the range of the leopard is “Democratic Republic of the Congo, Gabon, Kenya, and Uganda” – however, as the Service is 
aware, the range of Panthera pardus extends beyond these four countries, across the African continent and into Asia. 
Petitioners urge the Service to focus its status review on leopards that are currently listed as threatened (i.e., those living 
south of or in Gabon, Congo, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Uganda, and Kenya), so that FWS can determine 
whether listing all leopards as endangered is warranted.  
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81 Fed. Reg. 86315 (Nov. 30, 2016); 50 C.F.R. § 17.11. Since Petitioners submitted their detailed petition just 

six months ago, even more scientific and commercial evidence has emerged demonstrating that listing all 

African leopards as endangered is warranted. Therefore, it is imperative that the Service proceed expeditiously 

to conclude its review of the species and commence a rulemaking to promote the conservation of leopards, as 

required by law. See 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(B) (providing that when the Service determines a petitioned action 

is warranted, it “shall promptly publish…a proposed regulation to implement such action…”). 

The Service is required to make such listing determinations “solely on the basis of the best scientific and 

commercial data available...” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). See also New Mexico Cattle Growers v. U.S. Fish & Wildlife 

Service, 248 F.3d 1277, 1284-85 (10th Cir. 2001) (quoting H.R. Rep. No. 97-567, pt. 1 at 29 (1982), “‘The addition 

of the word ‘solely’ is intended to remove from the process of listing or delisting of species any factor not 

related to the biological status of the species.’”); H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 835, 97th Cong. 2d Sess. 19-20 (1982) 

(the limitations on the factors the Service may consider in making listing decisions were intended to “ensure 

that decisions . . . pertaining to listing . . . are based solely upon biological criteria and to prevent nonbiological 

considerations from affecting such decisions.”); 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b) (the primary purpose of the ESA is to 

“provide a program for the conservation of such endangered species”); 16 U.S.C. § 1532(3) (the term 

“conservation” means “to use…all methods and procedures which are necessary to bring any endangered 

species or threatened species to the point at which the measures provided pursuant to this chapter are no longer 

necessary”).  

New Scientific and Commercial Evidence Supports Uplisting Sub-Saharan African Leopards 

The ESA requires the Secretary to list a subspecies as endangered if it is in danger of extinction in all or a 

significant portion of its range based on the following five factors: (1) the present or threatened destruction, 

modification, or curtailment of its habitat or range; (2) overutilization for commercial, recreational, scientific, 

or educational purposes; (3) disease or predation; (4) the inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms; and (5) 

“other natural or manmade factors affecting its continued existence.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(a)(1)(A-E). The Service 

is required to list a species if any one of these criteria is met.  Southwest Center for Biological Diversity v. Babbitt, 215 

F.3d 58, 60 (D.C. Cir. 2000)).   

As an initial matter, there is no question that Panthera pardus in Asia and North and West Africa are endangered. 

For example, one recent study of the population of leopards in Nigeria (Eniang et al. (2016)) characterizes the 

leopard in Nigeria as apparently very rare and having been driven to extinction across much of the country (as 

depicted in the range map from the International Union for Conservation of Nature (“IUCN”) below). In the 

Niger Delta, Eniang et al. found that the species is considered “extremely threatened” and may be “functionally 

extinct” (p. 1). Indeed, the authors found only six confirmed records of leopard in the Delta in the past 15 

years, and no records of females with cubs, leading them to conclude that only a few vagrant individuals occur 

there (which further calls into question the scientific underpinnings (i.e., Eaton (1977)) of the 1982 FWS leopard 

listing rule, which claimed that a “realistic estimate” for the number of leopard in Nigeria was 20,000, as noted 

in Petitioners’ petition (p. 44)). 
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In addition to the copious information included in our July 2016 Petition, the few studies released in recent 

months further demonstrate that listing all Panthera pardus as endangered is warranted. Indeed, Wolf and Ripple 

(2016) found that, globally, the leopard  is one of five large carnivores with the highest proportions of prey with 

decreasing population trends, with 56%,  of its prey base diminishing, indicating the importance of conserving 

prey to conserve leopards and revealing the dire plight of the species. 

Edwards et al. (2016) studied leopards on farmlands in Namibia and found very low leopard densities: 0.59 

leopards / 100 m2 in one study area and 0.9 / 100 m2 in a second area. These densities are even lower than the 

so-called “low” mean density of 1.2 leopards / 100 m2 found in a previous study of leopard density in Namibia 

(citing to Stein et al. 2011). They also compared leopard population size estimates from farmers to estimates 

derived from camera trap data and found that most farmers overestimated the number of leopards on their 

farmlands; the authors state that this result further calls into question the use of questionnaires to estimate 

population sized rather than field work (a concern that Petitioners’ raised with respect to the outdated 1982 

listing at issue here).  

In addition to being imperiled by habitat loss and modification, African leopards are endangered by 

overutilization for commercial and recreational purposes, which is exacerbated by inadequate regulatory 

mechanisms governing offtake and trade in leopard parts. For example, Rosenblatt et al. (2016) studied the 

leopard population of Zambia’s South Luangwa National Park using camera traps inside and outside of the 

park from 2012 to 2014. Human encroachment and bushmeat hunting of leopard prey occurred outside the 

park, and trophy hunting of leopards outside the park was allowed prior to 2012. The mean leopard density in 

the park (8.5 / 100 km2) was 67% higher than outside of the park (5.08 / 100 km2), demonstrating that depletion 

of prey is causing declining populations of leopards in unprotected areas in Zambia. The authors also warn that 
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with leopard trophy hunting resuming in Zambia in 2015, robust monitoring is needed in order to calculate the 

impact on density and distribution of leopard. 

Additionally, in South Africa, the Minister of Environmental Affairs determined in January 2017 (following the 

same decision in January 2016) that based on the review of available scientific information on the status of 

leopard populations (including the results of camera trap surveys) the country cannot sustainably allow 

recreational offtake of leopards without jeopardizing the continued existence of the population. See Department 

of Environmental Affairs, 

https://www.environment.gov.za/mediarelease/deaconfirmsextension_zeroquotaofleopardhunting (Jan. 16, 

2017).  

This South Africa non-detriment finding (“NDF”) establishes a zero quota for leopard hunting and 

acknowledges that poorly managed trophy hunting is a key threat to leopards in the country (p. 1) and that 

although South Africa has a CITES annual leopard export quota of 150, “the national and provincial quotas 

are therefore arbitrary, based on speculative population estimates” (p. 2). South Africa further found that, 

“Recent research suggests that trophy hunting may be unsustainable in Limpopo, KwaZulu-Natal and possibly 

North West” provinces (p. 2); this is said to be “due mainly to excessive quotas, clumping of hunting effort, 

poor trophy selection, and the additive effects of DCA [Damage Causing Animal] control combined with other 

forms of illegal off-take” (p. 2). The South African NDF “demonstrates that legal local and international trade 

in live animals and the export of hunting trophies at present poses a high risk to the survival of this species in 

South Africa (Figure 2A). This is mostly due to poor management of harvest practices and a lack of reliable 

monitoring of leopard populations” (p. 2).  

While South Africa has admitted that it cannot ensure that leopard trophy hunting is conducted in a non-

detrimental manner, FWS has simultaneously doubled down on its overly broad and unsupported authorization 

sanctioning leopard hunting in six African countries, which demonstrates that the existing U.S. regulatory 

mechanisms are inadequate to protect this species from extinction. 

Instead of complying with its longstanding commitment to only allow “very few” leopard trophies into the 

country (47 Fed. Reg. 4201, 4211 (January 28, 1982)), FWS has allowed on average more than one leopard per 

day to be imported into the U.S. for more than a decade (see table below).  While CITES trade data from 2015 

and 2016 is not yet available for U.S. imports or most major leopard exporting countries, according to the 2005-

2014 CITES data submitted in the petition, and bolstered by 2015 data from the FWS LEMIS database, 

hundreds of leopards continue to be imported into the U.S. every year. 

 

https://www.environment.gov.za/mediarelease/deaconfirmsextension_zeroquotaofleopardhunting
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Gross Imports into the US of Individual Leopards (bodies, live, skins, trophies), all sources, all 

purposes, 2005-2015.  

Country 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 Totals 

US 523 547 522 609 661 467 317 495 366 327 352* 5186 

             

Source: CITES-WCMC Trade Database, search on 11 January 2017 for gross imports of Panthera 

pardus, all sources, all purposes, filtered for bodies, live, skins, and trophies. * The 2015 data point 

was sourced from LEMIS data and, notably, only one of the 352 imports for that year was a live 

leopard. 

Following an inquiry from Petitioners in March 2016 regarding whether the Service was still relying on over 

thirty-year-old non-detriment findings to allow imports of leopard trophies, on April 14, 2016 FWS finalized 

an internal memorandum supporting the import of leopard trophies from Botswana,2 Mozambique, Namibia, 

Tanzania, Zambia, and Zimbabwe for calendar year 2016 (“2016 NDF”, attached).  However, as the Service 

does not publish applications for imports of threatened species in the Federal Register, it is unclear how many 

leopard trophies have been sought to be imported under this new authority (or whether FWS has yet made any 

determinations with respect to leopard trophy imports in 2017).  

                                                           
2 It is nonsensical that the Service included Botswana in its 2016 NDF for leopard trophy imports, as Botswana does not 
allow leopard trophy hunting and so the Service must not facilitate the import of an illegally taken leopard, which would 
violate the Lacey Act (16 U.S.C. § 3372). This is especially true given that the 2016 NDF does not include South Africa, 
explicitly because FWS acknowledged that South Africa issued a zero quota for leopard hunts in 2016.  
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What is clear is that the 2016 FWS NDF is not based on the best available science, as it precedes the publication 

of a seminal scientific paper (Jacobson et al. 2016) and the new IUCN Red List assessment for leopards (Stein 

et al. 2015), which, along with Petitioners’ July 2016 Petition, contain critical new scientific information 

demonstrating a precipitous deterioration of the status of the leopard over the past 15 years and identify poorly 

managed trophy hunting as a key threat to the survival of leopards.  

Firstly, as detailed in our petition, there is a large body of scientific work that has been conducted on leopards 

in the past decade, particularly the impact of trophy hunting on leopard populations, which the FWS has not 

fully evaluated in the 2016 NDF. Instead of relying on the 2016 IUCN Red List assessment from Stein et al., 

which classified the species Vulnerable, FWS instead cited to the old IUCN Red List assessment (Henschel et 

al. 2008) which listed the species as Near Threatened. This is arbitrary and capricious, as based on the 2016 

NDF, FWS appears to have previously had access to “preliminary data compiled by Brietenmoser et al. [a co-

author on Jacobson et al. (2016)]” (p. 2) and in the 2015 NDF for Mozambique acknowledged that threats to 

the survival of leopards “may be significant enough that the species could soon qualify for the [IUCN] category 

Vulnerable under criteria A4 (30% decline over a period of 30 years = three generations, including both past 

and future” (p. 2).  

Moreover, as to leopard population sizes, the 2016 NDF relies on the outdated and discredited 1988 report by 

Martin and de Meulenaer that provided wildly inflated leopard population size estimates. The 2016 NDF 

continues to perpetuate the claim included in previous NDFs that “the estimates by Martin and de Meulenaer 

(1988) represent the most practical and quantitative attempt to estimate potential cat numbers across a large 

geographical area” and that “more than 714,000 leopards occur in Africa” (p. 2). As discussed in our Petition, 

the information from Martin and de Meulenaer was gathered using questionable population models based on 

scant field data and is widely criticized as being unrealistic (Jacobson et al. (2016). Notably, while the 2015 

Mozambique NDF acknowledged that this information is been criticized, the 2016 NDF arbitrarily omits this 

cautionary tale and doubles down the Service’s reliance on outdated and unscientific information for leopard 

trophy imports. 

As evidenced in the 2016 NDF, the Service continues to ignore the best available science when authorizing the 

import of African leopard trophies, making the ESA special rule that waives the enhancement analysis for 

leopard trophy imports (50 C.F.R. § 17.40(f)) inadequate to protect the species as required by law. The 2016 

NDF claims that “the impact of trophy hunting on leopard populations is unclear” (p. 2), relying on two studies 

published in the past seven years – but the Service has failed to acknowledge the dozens of recently published 

papers demonstrating the detriment to leopard populations caused by trophy hunting, as documented in our 

petition. Further, FWS appears to have ignored the conclusions of the studies that it does claim to have relied 

on.  For example, Jacobson et al. (2016) states that “unsustainable legal trophy hunting” is a “major threat” to 

African leopards and that “it is possible, current levels of off-take are not set sustainably in any country that 

allows leopard hunting…” (p. 17-19). As further demonstrated in the 2016 IUCN Red List Assessment (Stein 

et al. 2016), “Evidence suggests that Leopard populations have been dramatically reduced due to … poorly 

managed trophy hunting….” 

As evidenced in our Petition, of the countries included in the 2016 NDF where leopard trophy hunting is 

allowed, there is significant cause for concern for the sustainability of such hunts: 

 Mozambique: leopard populations appear to be decreasing although they are poorly monitored and 

largely unknown (Stein et al. 2016), trophy hunting combined with illegal offtake has caused leopard 

population declines (Jorge 2012), there is illegal trophy hunting of females (Jorge 2012), and a high 
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percentage of leopards killed for trophies are under the recommended age of seven (Jorge 2012). Our 

petition (p. 56-59) provides a full analysis of the FWS NDF 2015 for Mozambique, indicating the FWS 

was in error in making a positive NDF for that country. 

 Namibia: although the population appears to be increasing and now numbers 13,356-22,706 according 

to Stein et al. (2011), poorly managed trophy hunting is a threat to the leopard in Namibia (Jacobson 

et al. 2016). 

 Tanzania: the leopard population is declining and has been reduced in Tanzania (Jacobson et al. 2016, 

Stein et al. 2016) driven, in part, by excessive offtake for trophy hunting (Packer et al. 2009, Jacobson 

et al. 2016). 

 Zambia: the leopard population appears to be decreasing (Stein et al. 2016), and trophy hunting has 

caused leopard population declines in Zambia (Packer et al. 2011). Zambia banned leopard hunting in 

2013 and 2014 (Stein et al. 2016) but reinstated it in 2015 and 2016 (Jacobson et al. 2016). 

 Zimbabwe: leopards exist in many conservation areas but no assessment of the national population 

exists (Jacobson et al. 2016). Populations are declining and leopards are disappearing in areas with high 

human impact and human-leopard conflict (Stein et al. 2016). Williams et al. (2016) extrapolated the 

results of a study of the impact of government land reform policies on the leopard population of Save 

Valley Conservancy to the remainder of the country, estimating Zimbabwe’s leopard population size 

to be 626 at minimum and 6,716 at maximum in 2008, a decrease of 69% and 58%, respectively, 

compared to minimum and maximum population estimates from 2000. The use of dogs to hunt 

leopards in Zimbabwe, and a declining number of leopards killed by trophy hunters in Zimbabwe and 

Zambia (suggesting less availability in spite of insatiable demand), also raise concerns about 

management of trophy hunting (Packer et al. 2011). Hunting leopards with dogs masks continued 

population declines because the dogs increase the ability of the hunter to locate and kill leopards 

(Packer et al. 2009). 

Instead of addressing these concerns, the 2016 NDF doubles down on the faulty CITES export quotas, while 

simultaneously revealing the inherent flaws in those quotas (2016 NDF, Table 3) – for example: 

 In 1983, the CITES Parties approved a leopard export quota of 80 for Botswana, even though 

Botswana did not submit a formal written proposal containing biological and management 

information; in 1987, the CITES Parties allowed Botswana to keep its export quota even though the 

country apparently exceeded its export quota by 19 leopards in 1985; in 1989, the CITES Parties 

increased Botswana’s export quota to 100 despite the fact that they had not complied with all relevant 

CITES requirements for export of leopards. 

 In 1989, the CITES Parties approved a leopard export quota of 50 for South Africa without any 

documentation; in 1992, the CITES Parties approved an increase in the leopard export quota for South 

Africa to 75 without any documentation; in 2004, the CITES Parties approved an increase in the 

leopard export quota for South Africa to 150, despite the fact that South Africa had exceeded its export 

quota during 1992-2002 (up to 96 exported versus 75 under the quota), and the lack of a population 

estimate. 

 In 1983, the CITES Parties approved a leopard export quota of 60 for Tanzania despite no formal 

(written) proposal; in 1985, the CITES Parties approved an increase in Tanzania’s leopard export quota 

to 250 based on a 2-page proposal that Tanzania stated contained no scientific data; in 2002, the CITES 

Parties approved an increase in Tanzania’s leopard export quota to 500 based on a 7-page “text” that 

again contained no quantitative data. 
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 In 1983, the CITES Parties approved a leopard export quota of 80 for Zambia that was based on a 4-

page document containing, according to FWS, “mostly general comments at the regional level; nothing 

substantive”; in 1985, the CITES Parties approved an increase in Zambia’s leopard export quota to 

300, based on a 3-page proposal that provided a leopard population figure of 47,000 (today, there are 

around 4,000 leopards in Zambia). 

 In 1983, the CITES Parties approved a leopard export quota of 80 for Zimbabwe based on a 4-page 

document containing, according to FWS, “mostly general comments at the regional level; nothing 

substantive;” in 1985, the CITES Parties approved an increase in Zimbabwe’s leopard export quota to 

350, based on a 5-page proposal; in 1987, the CITES Parties approved a further increase to Zimbabwe’s 

leopard export quota to 500, although Zimbabwe did not submit a formal (written) proposal but stated 

that their population numbered 12,000 (in 2008, there were an estimated 626-6,716 leopards in 

Zimbabwe). 

Notably, shortly after FWS issued the 2016 NDF, in September 2016, the CITES Conference of the Parties 

issued decisions pertaining to quotas for international trade in leopard hunting trophies. Specifically, Decision 

17.114 requires Parties to CITES with leopard trophy quotas established under CITES Res. Conf. 10.14 to 

review their quotas and share their determinations of whether such quotas are not detrimental to the survival 

of the species. As they currently stand, these CITES export quotas are inadequate to protect the continued 

existence of African leopards, mandating that the Service extend full ESA protections to all leopards in Africa. 

Conclusion 

On behalf of Petitioners and our over 42,000 members who have voiced their support for this uplisting, due 

to the increasingly robust scientific record about African leopard population decline due to loss of habitat, loss 

of prey, overutilization for commercial and recreational purposes, and the inadequacy of existing federal and 

international regulatory mechanisms, the Service must list all African leopards as endangered pursuant to the 

ESA, as the entire species is in “danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range.” 16 

U.S.C. § 1532(6).   

 

Respectfully, 

 

Anna Frostic 
Attorney for The Humane Society of the United States 
and The Fund for Animals 
 

 

Teresa M. Telecky, Ph.D. 
Director, Wildlife Department 
Humane Society International 
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Jeff Flocken 
North America Regional Director 
International Fund for Animal Welfare 
 

 

Sarah Uhlemann 
Center for Biological Diversity  
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NOTICE OF PETITION 
Pursuant to Section 4(b) of the Endangered Species Act (“ESA”), 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b), Section 
553(e) of the Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. § 553(e), and 50 C.F.R. § 424.14(a), 
petitioners, The International Fund for Animal Welfare, The Humane Society of the United 
States and Humane Society International, The Born Free Foundation/Born Free USA, Defenders 
of Wildlife, and The Fund for Animals hereby Petition the Secretary of the Interior to list the 
African lion (Panthera leo leo) as Endangered.1 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6), (16) (“The term 
‘endangered species’ means any species which is in danger of extinction throughout all or a 
significant portion of its range . . .”; “The term ‘species’ includes any subspecies of fish or 
wildlife . . .”).  
 
This Petition “presents substantial scientific [and] commercial information indicating that” the 
African lion subspecies is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its 
range. See 50 C.F.R. § 424.14(b)(1) (“substantial information” is “that amount of information 
that would lead a reasonable person to believe that the measure proposed in the Petition may be 
warranted”). Therefore, the Secretary of the Interior must make an initial finding “that the 
petitioned action may be warranted.” 16 U.S.C. §1533(b)(3)(A)(emphasis added) (The Secretary 
of the Interior must make this initial finding “[t]o the maximum extent practicable, within 90 
days after receiving the Petition”). Petitioners are confident that a status review of the 
subspecies, as required by 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(B), will support a finding that listing the 
African lion as Endangered is warranted.  
 
The African lion has suffered a major reduction in population size across the continent, and such 
decline is ongoing because threats to the subspecies continue unabated. The U.S. has the 
opportunity to assist in protecting the iconic African lion by listing the subspecies as 
Endangered. Listing of the entire subspecies as Endangered, would meaningfully contribute to 
African lion conservation. Such a Continent-wide listing would allow the U.S. to support all 
range countries in their efforts to protect lion habitat and eliminate threats to the subspecies. 
Further, because unsustainable take, and subsequent imports of lion derivatives into the U.S., 
contribute to endangerment throughout their range, importation of any African lion specimen 
deserves the level of scrutiny that an Endangered listing would provide, namely an analysis of 
whether the import would in fact enhance the propagation or survival of the subspecies or is for 
scientific purposes. The U.S. has the opportunity to assist in protecting the iconic African lion by 
listing the subspecies as Endangered.  

                                                 
�
��������	
�����������������	�
���������� 	�����
���	�����	����������������������������������� !���"#��������
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
This Petition demonstrates that the African lion (Panthera leo leo) meets the statutory criteria for 
an Endangered listing under the ESA.  

The petitioners – The International Fund for Animal Welfare, The Humane Society of the United 
States and Humane Society International, The Born Free Foundation/Born Free USA, Defenders 
of Wildlife, and The Fund for Animals – submit this Petition to the Secretary of the Interior 
requesting formal protection for the African lion as Endangered under the ESA. The ESA 
considers a species (including subspecies) to be “Endangered” when it “is in danger of extinction 
throughout all or a significant portion of its range.” 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6). The Act requires the 
Secretary to determine within 90 days of receiving the Petition whether the Petition “presents 
substantial scientific or commercial information indicating that the petitioned action may be 
warranted.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(A). Such determination must be made solely on the basis of 
the “best scientific and commercial data available.” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). Following a 
positive 90-day finding, the Secretary must, within one year of receipt of the Petition, complete a 
review of the status of the species and publish either a proposed listing rule or a determination 
that such listing is not warranted. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(B). Should a rule be proposed, the 
Secretary has an additional year to finalize regulations protecting the species. 16 U.S.C. § 
1533(b)(6)(A).  

When a foreign species is listed as Endangered, protection under the ESA occurs by, inter alia, 
prohibiting imports unless they enhance the propagation or survival of the species or are for 
scientific purposes. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). Furthermore, Section 8 of the ESA provides for 
“International Cooperation” in the conservation of foreign, listed species, and listing a foreign 
species heightens global awareness about the importance of conserving the species. 

This Petition describes the natural history and biology of the African lion and the current status 
and distribution of the subspecies; it clearly shows that its population size and range are in 
alarming and precipitous decline. The Petition reviews the threats to the continued existence of 
the African lion, including retaliatory killing due to attacks on livestock, loss of habitat and prey, 
and disease. The Petition also demonstrates how Americans engaging in unsustainable trophy 
hunting and international trade of African lions and their parts are significantly and negatively 
impacting the conservation status of the African lion. It then explains how existing laws and 
regulations are inadequate to address the numerous and interacting threats to the African lion 
today. Lastly, the Petition demonstrates how an Endangered listing of the African lion under the 
ESA will result in significant benefits to the subspecies.   

Status and Distribution 
 
In 2008, the International Union for the Conservation of Nature (IUCN) classified the African 
lion as Vulnerable with a declining population trend, which means it is considered to be facing a 
high risk of extinction in the wild (Bauer, Nowell, & Packer, 2008).  This classification is based 
on a suspected reduction in population of approximately 30 percent over the past two decades 
(Bauer, et al. 2008). However, African lion experts have now agreed that the population size is 
less than 40,000 with an estimated range of 23,000 to 39,000 (Bauer et al., 2008). The most 
quantitative estimate of the historic size of the African lion population resulted from a modeling 
exercise that predicted there were 75,800 African lions in 1980 (Bauer et al., 2008). Comparing 
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the 1980 estimate of 75,800 to the 2002 estimate of 39,000 African lions yields a suspected 
decline of 48.5 percent over 22 years. Additionally, since 2002, several studied African lion 
populations are known to have declined or disappeared altogether (Henschel, et al., 2010).  
 
The African lion now occupies less than an estimated 4,500,000 km2, which is only 22 percent of 
the subspecies’ historic distribution (Bauer et al., 2008). The latest research suggests the African 
lion exists in 27 countries (Bauer et al., 2008; Henschel et al., 2010), down from 30 countries in 
2008, just 3 years ago (Bauer et al., 2008), illustrating that the status of the African lion 
continues to deteriorate.  
 
Populations of African lion that are both viable and exist in largely Protected Areas, occur in 
only about 5 percent of their currently occupied range and 1.1 percent of their historical 
continent-wide range. Thus, the African lion is endangered both across a significant portion 
(approximately 95 percent) of its current range and across a significant portion (approximately 
99 percent) of its historical range. 
 
Threatened Destruction, Modification, Curtailment of Habitat or Range 
 
Loss of habitat and corresponding loss of prey are serious threats to the survival of the African 
lion (Ray, Hunter, & Zigouris, 2005). These threats are principally driven by human activity, 
including conversion of lion habitat for agriculture and grazing as well as human settlement (Ray 
et al., 2005). Human population growth has been specifically identified as the root cause of many 
problems associated with the conservation of African lions because of increasing human 
settlement in lion habitat and associated agriculture and livestock production (IUCN SSC Cat 
Specialist Group, 2006a). It is therefore of concern that the human population of sub-Saharan 
Africa, which was 518 million in 1990, is predicted to rise to 1.75 billion people by 2050 (UN 
DESA, 2009).  
 
Other related threats to African lion habitat and prey include the bushmeat trade, civil unrest and 
desertification. The expanding human population has resulted in increased consumption of 
bushmeat which has severely reduced some lion prey species, causing conflict between African 
lions and humans competing for the same resources (Parliamentary Office of Science and 
Technology, 2005; IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b). Civil unrest within sub-Saharan 
Africa degrades otherwise suitable lion habitat through the overharvesting of wildlife and 
vegetation (Dudley, Ginsberg, Plumptre, Hart, & Campos, 2002). Lastly, land degradation 
through desertification is predicted to lead to the loss of two-thirds of arable land in Africa by 
2025 (Bied-Charreton, 2008), which will further increase competition between humans and 
African lions.  
 
Overutilization for Commercial, Recreational, or Scientific Purposes 
 
The African lion is clearly over-utilized. The original analysis presented in this Petition shows 
that between 1999 and 2008, 21,914 African lion specimens (lions, dead or alive, and their parts 
and derivatives), reported as being from a wild source, representing a minimum of 7,445 lions, 
were traded internationally for all purposes. Of this trade, the U.S. imported 13,484 lion 
specimens reported as being from a wild source (62 percent of the total), which is the equivalent 
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of at least 4,021 lions (54 percent of the total). The most common purposes of this international 
trade were scientific, recreational and commercial.  
 
Between 1999 and 2008, 7,090 lion specimens, reported as being from a wild source, were 
traded internationally for recreational trophy hunting purposes, representing a minimum of 5,663 
lions. Most of these specimens were imported to the U.S.: 4,139 specimens (58 percent of the 
total), representing a minimum of 3,600 lions (64 percent of the total). Despite the significant 
and continuing population and range declines that this subspecies has suffered and continues to 
suffer, the number of lion trophies, reported as being from a wild source and traded for hunting 
trophy purposes, imported to the U.S., is increasing. Of these trophies, the number imported into 
the U.S. in 2008 was larger than any other year in the decade studied and more than twice the 
number in 1999. 
 
From 1999 to 2008, 2,715 lion specimens, reported as being from a wild source, the equivalent 
of at least 1,043 lions, were traded internationally for commercial purposes (defined as “for the 
purpose of sale in the importing country.”) Of this trade, the U.S. imported 1,700 lion specimens 
(63 percent of the total), the equivalent of at least 362 lions (35 percent of the total). The most 
common lion specimens traded for commercial purposes were claws, trophies, skins, live 
animals, skulls and bodies. 
 
The aforementioned international trade figures include lion specimens reported as being from a 
wild source that were exported from South Africa. From 1999 to 2008, South Africa reported 
exporting a number of specimens equivalent to 2,862 wild source lions. Since the estimated 
number of wild lions in South Africa in 2002 ranged between 2,716 and 3,852 it seems highly 
unlikely that the aforementioned 2,862 South African lions involved were all wild source. 
Therefore, the South Africa trade data specifically must be treated with caution.  
 
Twenty African range States exported lions and lion parts reported as being wild source between 
1999 and 2008. A country-by-country examination of the number of African lions exported and 
reported as being from a wild source, and the status of the wild population in each country 
reveals that off-take was unsustainable in at least sixteen of these twenty range States. 
Specifically, the U.S. imported lion specimens from twelve range States where the reported data 
indicate that the off-take was unsustainable. Therefore, even setting aside the South African data, 
clearly the lion is overexploited for these purposes across sub-Saharan Africa.  
 
In addition to the direct killing of the targeted individual, trophy hunting can have further 
population impacts. For example, when males that are part of a pride are killed, all the pride’s 
cubs less than nine months of age will be killed by new dominant males (Whitman, Starfield, 
Quadling, & Packer, 2004). Listing the African lion as Endangered under the ESA would end 
imports of commercial and recreational lion trophies and all lion specimens into the U.S., unless 
they are found to enhance the survival or propagation of the species or are for scientific 
purposes. 16 U.S.C. §§ 1538(a)(1)(A), 1539(a)(1)(A). African lions are also killed for purposes 
that do not involve legal international trade. However, there are no comprehensive data on the 
levels or impact of these activities.  
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Disease or Predation  
 
Diseases such as canine distemper virus (CDV), feline immunodeficiency virus and bovine 
tuberculosis are viewed by experts as a threat to the African lion (Roelke et al., 2009; Cleaveland 
et al., 2007). Human population growth and expansion is exposing African lions to new diseases 
to which they may have little or no immunity (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b). For 
example, the CDV disease, normally associated with domesticated dogs, has affected lion 
populations (Cleaveland et al., 2007). 
 
Inadequacy of Existing Regulatory Mechanisms  
 
The African lion is listed on Appendix II of the Convention on the International Trade in 
Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES), which means that export permits should 
not be granted unless the export is determined not to be detrimental to the survival of the species 
in the wild. Nonetheless, this Petition demonstrates that lion specimens are routinely exported 
from countries across their range where lion off-take is detrimental to the survival of the 
subspecies. This means that the U.S. regularly allows imports of lion specimens accompanied by 
export permits issued by countries where lion off-take is unsustainable. This is a clear indication 
that CITES, as currently implemented, is inadequate to protect the African lion from 
unsustainable international trade. 
 
The country that imports the most wild source African lion specimens—the U.S.—has no 
meaningful protective measures for the subspecies, despite the evidence that imports are having a 
detrimental impact. An Endangered listing under the ESA would ensure that lion specimens 
could only be imported to the U.S. if the import enhances the survival or propagation of the 
species or is for scientific purposes.  
 
Conservation of the African lion could be potentially affected by several other international and 
African regional agreements, as well U.S. laws, but none of these adequately protect the 
subspecies from ongoing and rapid decline in population and range. Moreover, few range States 
appear to have adequate national regulatory mechanisms, or effective measures to implement and 
enforce such mechanisms should they exist, to address these declines. In summary, the threats to 
lions in Africa are exacerbated by insufficient regulatory mechanisms throughout their range 
(IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006a; IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b).  
 
Other Natural or Manmade Factors Affecting the Survival of the African Lion in the Wild 
 
The African lion is threatened by retaliatory killings, often associated with loss of prey, ritual 
killings, and compromised population viability due to increasingly small and isolated 
populations. Retaliatory killing, in particular, is a serious threat to the survival of the African lion 
(Chardonnet et al., 2010) and occurs in all major range States (Frank, Hemson, Kushnir, & 
Packer, 2006). When the African lion’s prey is reduced by human or natural means, lions 
increasingly prey on domestic livestock (Chardonnet et al., 2010). Livestock predation is the 
main source of conflict between people and lions and can induce extreme human retaliation 
(Chardonnet et al., 2010). African lions are easily killed for retaliatory purposes by various 
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means, but they are particularly vulnerable to poisons because of their scavenging nature (Hoare 
& Williamson, 2001; Baldus, 2004). 
 
Conclusion  
 
This Petition demonstrates that the African lion meets the criteria for listing as Endangered under 
the ESA and therefore the subspecies should be listed. The best scientific and commercial data 
available demonstrate that the population and range of the African lion have significantly 
decreased, and continue to decrease, and that the African lion is in danger of extinction 
throughout “all or a significant portion of its range” 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6).  The African lion faces 
serious threats due to over-exploitation by recreational trophy hunting and commercial trade, loss 
of habitat and prey species, retaliatory killings, disease and other human-caused and natural 
factors. The subspecies is not adequately protected by existing regulatory measures at national, 
regional or international levels. Listing the African lion as Endangered under the ESA would be 
a meaningful step toward reversing the decline of the subspecies by ensuring that the U.S. does 
not allow the importation of African lions or their parts unless it is to enhance the propagation or 
survival of the subspecies or is for scientific purposes, and by raising global awareness about the 
alarming and increasingly precarious status of the African lion.  
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I. INTRODUCTION 
 
Until very recently, conservation of the African lion (Panthera leo leo) was not identified as a 
matter of significant concern. The subspecies was considered abundant, healthy and wide-
ranging. Most lion populations were not closely monitored and, as a consequence, wildlife 
management authorities have overlooked their steady decline in the last few decades. Therefore, 
adequate conservation measures to address the primary threats to the subspecies—retaliatory 
killings resulting from human-lion conflict, habitat and prey loss, disease, and unsustainable take 
for international trade in lion trophies and lion parts—are lacking. Scientists and managers now 
acknowledge that the African lion population’s size and range have dramatically decreased. Over 
the past decade, scientists have begun to quantify lion population and range and to evaluate the 
causes of their decline. As detailed in this Petition, the results of these scientific endeavors are 
alarming. The U.S. has an important role to play in African lion conservation efforts, including 
granting the subspecies Endangered status under the ESA.  
 

II. STATUS AND DISTRIBUTION OF THE AFRICAN LION 

A. Status 
The International Union for the Conservation of Nature (IUCN) classifies the African lion as 
Vulnerable, which means it is considered to be facing a high risk of extinction in the wild (Bauer 
et al., 2008). This classification is based on a suspected reduction in population of approximately 
30 percent over the past two decades (Bauer et al., 2008). The population is continuing to decline 
(Bauer et al., 2008).  
 
African lion experts have agreed that the population size is less than 40,000 with an estimated 
range of 23,000 to 39,000 (Bauer et al., 2008). This is based on the results of two independent 
assessments: Bauer and Van Der Merwe (2004) estimated the African lion population to be 
23,000, with a range from 16,500 to 30,000; and Chardonnet (2002) who estimated the 
population to be about 39,000 with a range from 28,854 to 47,132. The two assessments used 
different methodologies and techniques which account for the divergent estimates. For example, 
Chardonnet (2002) used ecological boundaries when defining regions, whereas Bauer and Van 
Der Merwe (2004) used national borders. Additionally, it is important to note that there is no 
detailed knowledge of lion populations in some areas such as Ethiopia (Gebresenbet, Bauer, 
Hunter & Gebretensae, 2009) and the North Albertine Rift of Uganda and the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo (Treves, Plumptre, Hunter, & Ziwa, 2009).  
 
Lion populations in West Africa are classified by the IUCN as Regionally Endangered, meaning 
lions in this particular region are considered to be facing a very high risk of extinction in the wild 
(Bauer & Nowell, 2004). The population size in this region has been estimated to number 
between 850 (Bauer & Van Der Merwe, 2004) and 1,163 mature individuals (Chardonnet, 
2002). In Central Africa, population surveys carried out by Bauer and Van Der Merwe (2004) 
and Chardonnet (2002) indicate a range of between 950 and 2,815 individuals (IUCN SSC Cat 
Specialist Group, 2006b). A more recent study, conducted across West and Central Africa 
between 2006 and 2010, surveyed areas of known or probable lion range considered ecologically 
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important for African lion conservation known as Lion Conservation Units (LCUs) (Henschel et 
al., 2010). In this study, 12 of the 16 West African LCUs were surveyed, and only two showed 
evidence of the presence of lions. In Central Africa, 3 of the 11 identified LCUs were surveyed, 
and none of these suggested the presence of lions. The study authors state that as few as 1,000-
2,850 lions may remain in this part of the continent (Henschel et al., 2010). There are an 
estimated 11,000 to 15,744 lions in East Africa (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b) and 
10,000 to 19,651 lions in Southern Africa (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b), a 
substantial decrease from historic numbers.  
 
It is widely agreed that there is a downward trend in the number of lions in Africa (Bauer et al., 
2008). The most recent IUCN Red List analysis identifies the African lion population trend as 
‘decreasing’ with a suspected population reduction of at least 30 percent over the last 20 years 
(Bauer et al., 2008). 
 
It has been estimated that a million lions existed in Africa in pre-colonial times (Frank et al., 
2006). The most quantitative estimate of the recent historic size of the African lion population, 
which was based on a modeling exercise, predicted that there were 75,800 African lions in 1980 
(Ferreras & Cousins, 1996; Bauer et al., 2008). Comparing the 1980 estimate of 75,800 to the 
higher 2002 estimate of 39,000 lions (Chardonnet, 2002) yields a suspected decline of 48.5 
percent over 22 years (Bauer, et al, 2008); whereas, comparing the 1980 estimate to the lower 
2002 estimate of 23,000 (Bauer & Van Der Merwe, 2004), yields a suspected decline of 69.7 
percent over 22 years.  Since 2002, several studied lion populations are known to have declined 
or disappeared altogether (Henschel et al., 2010). In certain areas, the decline is faster and far 
greater than 30 percent. For example, in Queen Elizabeth National Park, Uganda, a 50 percent 
decline has been reported over 10 years (Dricuru, as cited in Treves et al., 2009).  

In order for the African lion to have a high likelihood of persisting in the future, multiple robust 
populations must thrive across connected ecosystems. Based on a meta-analysis of 30 years of 
published minimum viable population (MVP) sizes in mammals, primarily large-bodied species 
that are IUCN listed (and including both the African and Asian lion), a population size as low as 
2,200 individuals can be reasonably considered as viable (i.e., demographic continuity in the 
absence of immigration/emigration, translocation, etc.) (Traill, Bradshaw, & Brook, 2007). This 
statistical threshold represents a 95 percent probability for population persistence over at least 40 
generations (Table 2, lower 95 percent confidence interval for the standardized mean MVP = 
3,876 individuals, representing n = 95 mammal species). 
 
Using the Traill et al. (2007) 2,200 viability threshold as a criterion for screening the African lion 
populations listed by Bauer, Chardonnet, & Nowell (2005), we find that the subspecies has no 
more than 5 population clusters, representing just 14 populations on the entire African Continent, 
could be reasonably deemed to be viable (i.e., estimated population size overlaps the viability 
estimate: (Table 1).  
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Table 1. Clusters of populations for African lion in which estimates of the regional population 
size encompass a viability threshold of 2,200 or more individuals. 
  

Population 

 
Number of 

lion 
populations 

Country Study Minimum 
1 

Mid-
estimate 1 

Maximum 
1 

 
Serengeti  
ecosystem2 

4 Tanzania Chardonnet 3 3412 4437 5222 

   Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe 4 1823 2573 3323 

Selous and 
surrounds 2 Tanzania Chardonnet 3458 4940 6422 

   Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe 3500 4500 4600 

Rungwa 
ecosystem 1 Tanzania Chardonnet 2352 3360 4368 

   Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe - - - 

       
Okavango 
ecosystem5 4 Botswana Chardonnet 1782 2228 2674 

   Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe 1440 2007 2808 

Kruger 
ecosystem6 3 

South Africa, 
Zimbabwe, 

Mozambique 
Chardonnet 2463 2798 3132 

   Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe 2306 2355 2404 

 
TOTAL 14  Chardonnet 13467 17763 21818 

   Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe 9069 11435 13135 

TOTAL 
(without Selous) 12  Chardonnet 10009 12823 15396 

   Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe 5569 6935 8535 
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These five clusters of 14 populations represent only 10 percent of all 144 African lion 
populations identified by Chardonnet (2002). However, because the Selous and its environments 
are not under permanent protection, only four clusters and 12 populations (8.3 percent) of 
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African lion could be reasonably considered as both viable and inhabiting mostly Protected 
Areas (Table 1). 
 
Based on the number of African lions that are simultaneously viable and inhabiting mostly 
Protected Areas, we find that only about one-third of all lions on the Continent could be 
considered secure under present conservation measures (Table 2). In other words, approximately 
two-thirds of all lions in Africa occur both in non-viable and unprotected populations. 
 
Table 2. Percentage of African lions that occur in viable and mostly protected populations. 
 

Study 
Estimated number of 
viable and protected 

lions1 

Continental 
population estimate 

Estimated continental 
percentage of lions in 

viable populations 
Chardonnet 10009-15396 29000-47000 33-35% 
Bauer & Van Der 
Merwe 5569-8535 16500-30000 28-34% 
��
�	����$��� �
��������
�( 	
���$��
���$!��%�
��
����$���	�����.�
�( ����	)���������� ���������%%!�	
�����&��������	
���
�	��"#"���

����'��!	����

 
The five viable populations of the African lion that are itemized in (Table 1) occur in 
approximately 6.2 percent of their currently occupied range, and occur in slightly more than 1 
percent of their historical range across the continent (Table 3). 
 
Populations of the African lion that are both viable and inhabiting mostly Protected Areas 
(Tables 1 and 3) occur in only about 5 percent of their currently occupied range, and occur in 
only 1 percent of its historical, Continent-wide range (Table 3). Thus, the African lion is 
endangered both in a significant portion (approximately 95 percent) of its current range and 
across a significant portion (approximately 99 percent) of its historical range. Therefore, 
Panthera leo leo meets the definition of an endangered subspecies under the ESA.  
  
Table 3. Approximate land areas (in km2) occupied by five subpopulation clusters of the African 
lion. 
�

Ecosystem 

Approximate 
lion population 

range area 
(km2) 1 

Percentage of current 
range 2 

(4.5 million km2) 

Percentage of historical 
range 1 

(20.5 million km2) 

Serengeti ecosystem 38,010   
Selous and surrounds 55,000   
Rungwa ecosystem 42,000   
Okavango ecosystem 103,467   
Kruger ecosystem 42,873   
TOTAL (viable) 281,350 6.2% 1.4% 
    
TOTAL (viable and 
protected) 226,350 5.0% 1.1% 
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B. Distribution 
Historically, lions were found across Africa, Europe, the Middle East and Southwest Asia, 
occurring in all habitat types, except very dry deserts and very wet forests (IUCN SSC Cat 
Specialist Group, 2006b). Outside Africa, lions now exist only as a single relic population of  the 
Asiatic lion (Panthera leo persica) in the Gir Forest in the State of Gujarat, India (Bauer et al., 
2008).2  

The African lion once lived throughout the African Continent, except for the interior of the 
Sahara Desert and dense coastal and central rainforests (Nowell & Jackson, 1996; Bauer et al., 
2008). The African lion now occupies less than an estimated 4,500,000 km2, having disappeared 
from 78 percent of its historic distribution (Bauer et al., 2008). Despite divergence in inventories 
of lion numbers, sources agree on a downward trend affecting both numbers and geographical 
range (Bauer et al., 2008). 

The African lion survived in some areas of North Africa, such as the High Atlas Mountains, until 
the 1940s, but is now extinct in all of North Africa (Algeria, Egypt, Libya, Morocco, Tunisia and 
Western Sahara) (Frank et. al, 2006); Nowell & Jackson, 1996). The subspecies is also extinct in 
Congo, Djibouti, Eritrea, Gabon, Gambia, Lesotho, Mauritania and Sierra Leone, and its 
presence is uncertain in Burundi, Cote d’Ivoire, Democratic Republic of Congo, Ghana and Togo 
(Bauer et al., 2008; Henschel et al., 2010). The African lion was never present in Equatorial 
Guinea or Liberia (Chardonnet, 2002).  

Based on a comparison between Bauer et al. (2008) and Henschel et al. (2010), the African lion 
now exists in 27 countries, 3 fewer than documented in 2008, illustrating that the status of the 
African lion continues to deteriorate. The subspecies is currently found in the following sub-
Saharan African countries (Fig.1): Angola, Benin, Botswana, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Central 
African Republic, Chad, Ethiopia, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Kenya, Malawi, Mali, Mozambique, 
Namibia, Niger, Nigeria, Rwanda, Senegal, Somalia, South Africa, Sudan, Swaziland, Tanzania, 
Uganda, Zambia, and Zimbabwe (Bauer et al., 2008; Henschel et al., 2010). 

                                                 
"
��������	
���=����!)�%����������������	�
���������� 	�����
���	�����	�������%!��!	�
�
�
����5������������������������������ !���"#��������



 16 
 

 

Figure 1. Current Geographic Range of Lion  
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III.  NATURAL HISTORY AND BIOLOGY OF THE AFRICAN LION 
Unless otherwise noted, accounts in Section 3, are from the American Society of Mammologists’ 
detailed summary of the basic biology of Panthera leo (Haas, Hayssen, & Krausman, 2005) 

A. Taxonomy  
 
The African lion belongs to the class Mammalia, order Carnivora, suborder Feliformia, family 
Felidae, species Panthera leo Linnaeus, 1758. There are two recognized subspecies of lion: 
African lion P. l. Linnaeus, 1758, and Asiatic lion P. l. persica Meyer, 1826. 
 

B. Species Description 
 
The lion is the second largest species of Felidae, only slightly smaller than the tiger but nearly 
twice as large as the leopard. Basic characteristics include sharp, retractile claws, a short neck, a 
broad face with prominent whiskers, rounded ears and a muscular body. Lions are typically a 
tawny unicolor with black on the backs of the ears and white on the abdomen and inner legs. The 
males usually have a recognizable mane around the head, neck and chest; however, there can be 
regional variation in the color and development of the mane, from blond to black, and from thick 
to patchy or balding. Variations in lion body size and color can exist between and within lion 
populations in different geographic regions, as well as on a pride-by-pride basis.  
 
Lions are sexually dimorphic, with males weighing about 20-27 percent more than females. 
Adult males, on average, weigh about 188 kg with the heaviest male on record weighing 272 kg. 
Females are smaller, weighing, on average, 126 kg. The male body length, not including the tail, 
ranges from 1.7 m to 2.5 m with a tail from 0.9 m to 1 m. Lions are the only species of cat with a 
tufted tail (Nowell and Jackson, 1996).  
 

C. Reproduction and Mortality 
 
Lions have no fixed breeding season. Females give birth every 20 months if they raise their cubs 
to maturity, but the interval can be as few as 4-6 weeks if their litter is lost. Gestation lasts 110 
days, litter size averages 1-4 cubs, and the sex ratio at birth is 1:1. Cubs’ eyes open shortly after 
birth and they begin walking within 2 weeks. Cubs are weaned at eight months and are raised 
communally until they reach sexual maturity at around 2 years old. At about four years of age, 
females will have their first litter and males will become resident in a pride.    
 
Lions live in groups called “prides”, which are “fission-fusion” social units defined as a stable 
membership that can be divided into small groups throughout the range (Nowell & Jackson, 
1996). Prides vary in size and structure but typically have 5-9 adult females, their dependent 
offspring, and a coalition of 2-6 immigrant males. Prides confer advantages to members 
including greater hunting success when compared to solitary lions, and cooperative protection of 
individuals in the pride and their cubs. Each pride has a territory of 20-500 km2 depending on 
availability of prey. Use of space within the territory correlates with prey movement and 
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availability. While core areas are spaced some distance from other prides, average pride ranges 
typically overlap. Lean-season prey mass determines the home-range size of the pride. Lions 
show diverse patterns of behavior both between and within prides, including hunting and feeding 
methods and preferences. Lions are most active at night, and communicate through scent-
marking and roaring. Nomadic lions are less common than lions in prides, with between one and 
five members changing freely within a nomadic group   
 
Pride size is positively-related to reproductive success: large prides will out-compete smaller 
prides and, as a result, successful reproduction tends to be lowest in small prides with only 1 or 2 
females (Kissui, Mosser, & Packer, 2009). Pride takeovers by male lions and subsequent 
infanticide of cubs sired by the ousted male lions greatly influences reproductive success. Male 
lions form coalitions of up to 7 individuals to takeover a pride, and after a successful takeover 
are usually in control for about two to three years before another younger, stronger coalition of 
males takes over the pride anew (Nowell & Jackson, 1996). Upon takeover, it is to the new 
males’ reproductive advantage to kill all the suckling cubs in the pride as this will cause the 
nursing lionesses to come back into estrous within a few weeks, providing an opportunity for the 
new males to sire offspring. Pride takeovers often result in the defeated males being severely 
injured or killed. Similarly, lionesses defending their cubs from the victorious males are 
sometimes killed during the takeover as well (Nowell & Jackson, 1996).  
 
Wild male lions live an average of 12 years and up to 16 years. The oldest known wild female 
lion lived to 17 years. Adult mortality is typically caused by humans, starvation, disease or 
attacks from other lions as full-grown lions have no natural predators. They can also be seriously 
injured or killed during hunting attempts on some of their larger prey such as buffalo, rhino, 
zebra, or wildebeest. Adult lion sex ratios skew heavily in favor of females – possibly due to 
high sub-adult male mortality rates. Among cubs, infanticide is a significant source of mortality 
which usually occurs when new males take over a pride. Infanticide accounts for 27 percent of 
cub mortality.  

 

D. Hunting and Feeding 
 
Lions are generalist hunters, with foraging preferences and opportunities changing with season 
and with lion group size (Scheel, 1993). While females in a pride do the majority of the hunting, 
stronger males are often more aggressive during the actual feeding and can dominate the kill. 
Nomadic lions typically have large ranges following prey migrations, and are known to stalk 
prey, hunt and scavenge cooperatively. Varying by region and prey availability, prey species can 
be as small as rodents, and as large as medium-sized ungulates and young elephants (Nowell & 
Jackson, 1996). Prey species in Africa include wildebeest, buffalo, eland, elephant, giraffe, kudu, 
gazelle, topi, zebra, and warthog, among others. However, in places where there are fewer large 
antelope and other medium-to-large sized prey options, lions may eat more small prey such as 
gemsbok and even porcupine. They have also been known to kill cheetah cubs, and sometimes 
will take small prey such as rodents, tortoises, fish in shallow water, amphibians and 
occasionally grass, fruits and termites. Additionally, lions are opportunistic scavengers and will 
chase other predators away from their kill. On the other hand, scavengers in large numbers, such 
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as a pack of 20 to 40 spotted hyenas—a predator with similar and therefore competing prey 
preferences—can drive one or more lions away from a kill and steal his or her meal.  
 
Females consume, on average, 8.7 kg/day in the dry season and 14 kg/day in the wet season 
when prey is more abundant). Males can consume twice as much as females, and cubs can 
consume one-third as much as adult females.  
 

E. Habitat Requirements  
 
Lion population size typically correlates with the herbivore biomass – therefore prey numbers 
can limit the lion population density within an ecosystem (Hayward, O’Brien, & Kerley, 2007). 
The African lion can be found in all African habitat types with the exception of the interior of the 
Sahara Desert and deep rainforests (Bauer et al., 2008). Studies indicate, however, that they have 
a preference for open woodlands, thick bush, scrub and grass complexes. Additionally, they have 
been known to inhabit semi-deserts, forests, and mountains as high as 5,000 m (16,404 ft) 
elevation.  
 

IV. CRITERIA FOR LISTING THE AFRICAN LION AS ENDANGERED  
 
The Supreme Court has described the ESA as “the most comprehensive legislation for the 
preservation of endangered species ever enacted by any nation” (Tennessee Valley Authority v. 
Hill, 437 U.S. 153, 180 (1978). In that landmark case, the Court stated that:  
 

[t]he plain intent of Congress in enacting this statute was to halt and reverse the trend 
towards species extinction, whatever the cost. This  is reflected not only in the stated 
policies of the Act, but in literally every section of the statute (Tennessee Valley 
Authority v. Hill, 437 U.S. 153, 184 , 1978). 

 
This Petition demonstrates that the African lion meets the statutory criteria for an Endangered 
listing under the ESA. As demonstrated in this Petition, the African lion is in danger of 
extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range and, therefore warrants listing as an 
endangered subspecies. Accordingly, the Secretary of the Interior should act to halt and reverse 
the current trends towards extinction for the African lion by listing the subspecies as Endangered 
under the ESA. 
 
The ESA requires the Secretary of the Interior to list a species, or subspecies, for protection if it 
is in danger of extinction in all or a significant portion of its range. According to the statute, a 
species may be threatened or endangered by any of the following five factors:  The present or 
threatened destruction, modification, or curtailment of its habitat or range; Overutilization for 
commercial, recreational, scientific, or educational purposes; Disease or predation; Inadequacy 
of existing regulatory mechanisms; or, Other natural or manmade factors affecting its existence. 
 
16 U.S.C. § 1533(a)(1)(A)-(E); 50 C.F.R. § 424.11(c)(1)-(5).  
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The ESA requires that all determinations relating to whether a species is affected by any of the 
five listing factors be made “solely on the basis of the best scientific and commercial data 
available to him after conducting a review of the status of the species.” 16 U.S.C. § 
1533(b)(1)(A). Further, determinations must “tak[e] into account those efforts, if any, being 
made by any State or foreign nation…to protect such species” by protection of habitat and food 
supply, or by any other conservation practice within any area under its jurisdiction. 16 U.S.C. § 
1533(b)(1)(A). 

A. Present or Threatened Destruction, Modification, or Curtailment of Habitat or 
Range  

 
Loss of habitat and corresponding loss of prey are serious threats to the survival of the African 
lion (Ray et al., 2005). These threats are principally driven by human activity, including 
conversion of lion habitat for agriculture and grazing as well as human settlement (Ray et al., 
2005). Apex predators require a large amount of space and resources, and competition with 
humans is inevitable as humans expand into previously unsettled, wild areas (Prugh et al., 2009). 
The African lion, a top predator in many African ecosystems, is no exception (Treves & Karanth, 
2003). 
 
Given that most African economies rely heavily upon natural resources and land (UNECA, 
2010), expanding human populations are increasing pressure on natural resources and causing 
significant environmental change (UNEP, 2007.) Human population growth has been specifically 
identified as the root cause of many problems associated with the conservation of the African 
lion because of increasing human settlement in lion habitat and associated human activities such 
as agriculture and livestock production (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist, 2006a). It is therefore of 
concern that the human population of sub-Saharan Africa, which was 518 million in 1990, is 
predicted to rise to 1.75 billion people by 2050 (UN DESA, 2009).  
 
Sub-Saharan Africa saw a 25 percent increase in the amount of land allocated to agriculture 
between 1970 and 2000 (Chardonnet et al., 2010). Transformation of wild habitats into areas 
suitable for livestock farming leads to environmental degradation and loss of plant and animal 
biodiversity (Chardonnet et al., 2010). As the need for suitable land for livestock grazing 
increases, the seasonal movement of livestock into wildlife conservation areas is becoming 
increasingly prevalent across sub-Saharan Africa (Chardonnet et al., 2010). Numbers of domestic 
livestock (450 million small ruminants and 200 million cattle) in sub-Saharan Africa are 
increasing steadily in response to expanding human populations (Chardonnet et al., 2010).  
 
Development within the sub-Saharan African region continues to rely on exploitation of natural 
resources, including wildlife (Chardonnet et al., 2010). The exploitation of trees and mineral 
resources, and the construction of dams and irrigation schemes, contribute to destruction and 
degradation of lion habitats (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b). For example, a proposed 
road through the middle of the Serengeti ecosystem is expected to have serious, negative impacts 
on the animals that live there, including African lion prey (Holdo, Fryxell, Sinclair, Dobson, & 
Holt, 2011).  
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The increasing human population size also results in the increasing consumption of bushmeat, a 
significant source of protein for human populations in many parts of sub-Saharan Africa. In 
addition to the increased subsistence consumption that parallels increased human population size, 
the commercialization of the bushmeat trade further threatens African wildlife. Human hunting 
of wild animals for meat means wild lions face declining prey (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 
2006b). Stein (2001) identified many species that are negatively impacted by the bushmeat trade 
that are also preferred prey species for African lions (Funston, Mills, Biggs, & Richardson, 1998; 
Harrington & Myers, 2004; Nowell & Jackson, 1996; Scheel, 1993; Sinclair, Mduma, & 
Brasheres, 2003).  
 
Additionally, although the African lion may not be the primary target for bushmeat poachers, it 
is a common practice for poachers to kill them anyway, and kill them first, to ensure easier 
hunting and less competition for the target bushmeat species (B. Joubert & D. Joubert, personal 
communication, June 15, 2010).  
 
The threat from commercial poaching and the demand for bushmeat are intensifying due, partly, 
to civil unrest (Chardonnet et al., 2010). Civil unrest within sub-Saharan Africa degrades 
otherwise suitable lion habitat through the overharvesting of wildlife and vegetation by refugees 
and combatants (Dudley et al., 2002). During the past 40 years, over 30 wars and 200 coups 
d’état have taken place across sub-Saharan Africa (Chardonnet et al., 2010). Because of these 
many enduring and severe civil conflicts, an estimated 500 million modern weapons are now 
readily available (Chardonnet et al., 2010). This massive increase in available firepower has 
resulted in less traditional hunting methods, and more hunting with modern weapons, which has 
a devastating effect on wildlife populations (Chardonnet et al., 2010).  
 
Land degradation through desertification is predicted to lead to the loss of two-thirds of arable 
land in Africa by 2025 (Bied-Charreton, 2008), which will further increase competition between 
humans and lions. Experts have predicted that the 'devastating impacts of climate change' will 
lead to serious biodiversity degradation and loss as a result of desertification, drought and land 
degradation (UNECA, 2008). Drought and desertification have already had significant negative 
effects on biodiversity in Africa (UNECA, 2008). 
   

B. Overutilization for Commercial, Recreational, or Scientific Purposes 
 

The African lion is listed on Appendix II of CITES, by virtue of being a member of the family 
Felidae, which is listed on that Appendix. Species listed on Appendix II are those that are not 
necessarily threatened with extinction but may become so unless trade is closely controlled. 
Specimens must be accompanied by an export permit or a re-export certificate. Permits and 
certificates should only be granted if the relevant authorities are satisfied that certain conditions 
are met, above all that trade will not be detrimental to the survival of the species in the wild 
(CITES, n.d.). 
 
The 175 CITES Parties are required to file Annual Reports with the CITES Secretariat on the 
import and export of listed species. These reports are compiled into an electronic, searchable 
trade database by the United Nations Environment Programme, in cooperation with the World 
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Conservation Monitoring Centre (UNEP-WCMC), which is available to the public on the CITES 
website (www.cites.org). This database can be used to determine the level, of legal international 
trade as well as the types and sources of African lions and their parts that are involved. In the 
context of CITES, international trade is not limited to commercial trade,3 but also includes 
international trade associated with breeding, circus or travelling exhibition, education, 
enforcement, trophy hunting, medicinal, personal use, reintroduction, scientific research, and for 
zoological exhibition. By examining purposes of trade, the CITES trade database can be used to 
evaluate the reasons behind the movement of African lions and their parts across international 
borders by humans. The database also includes the source of African lions and their parts in 
international trade, whether captive-bred,4 captive-born,5 illegal, pre-Convention,6 ranch-raised, 
or wild. While the CITES trade database is the principal source of information on international 
trade in African lions and their parts, it does not contain information on domestic use of African 
lions or their parts for commercial, recreational, or scientific purposes; nor does it account for 
poaching and illegal trade, except where illicit international trade has resulted in a seizure.  
 
The African lion is clearly over-utilized. The original analysis presented in this Petition shows 
that between 1999 and 2008, 28,197 African lion specimens (lions, dead or alive, and their parts 
and derivatives), the equivalent of at least 10,902 lions, were traded internationally for all 
purposes (Table A1). This figure was derived by adding the figures for four types of specimens 
that likely represent one lion each: bodies, skins, live, and trophies. Skulls and bones were not 
included in this calculation because after lions are hunted, their skin is usually removed, leaving 
the skull and other bones and body parts; in this analysis, the skin or trophy is used to represent a 
lion, not the skull or bones. The most commonly-traded items were scientific specimens 
(13,260), trophies (7,897), live lions (1,844), claws (1,291), skulls (1,214) and skins (1,025) 
(Table A1). Other lion parts in international trade include bones (127), hair (223), and teeth 
(802). Over this decade, the U.S. imported 16,021 lion specimens (57 percent of the total), which 
is the equivalent of at least 4,759 lions (44 percentage of the total). The most common purposes 
of international trade were for commercial, recreational hunting, and scientific purposes.  
 
Of the aforementioned trade from all sources, 21,914 African lion specimens (lions, dead or 
alive, and their parts and derivatives), reported as being from a wild source, being the equivalent 
of at least 7,445 lions, were traded internationally for all purposes. Of this trade, the U.S. 
imported 13,484 lion specimens reported as being from a wild source (62 percent of the total), 
which is the equivalent of at least 4,021 lions (54 percent of the total). The most common 
purposes of this international trade were scientific, recreational and commercial.  
 
The African lion is one of the most well-studied of the big cats. Thus, almost half the specimens 
in international trade (13,260 of 28,197, or 47 percent) were themselves categorized as 
specimens, which are often scientific specimens; indeed, the majority of these (12,711 of 13,260, 
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or about 96 percent) were traded for scientific purposes (Tables A2 and A3). However, the units 
of measurement used for these specimens are not standardized (measurements include ml., g., 
kg., and flasks) and, in most cases, the unit of measurement was not recorded at all. Thus, it is 
impossible to know from these data the impact of international trade in lion specimens for 
scientific purposes.  
 
The most common purposes of international trade (other than for scientific purposes, as 
explained above) were for hunting trophy purposes (9,224 items) and for commercial purposes 
(3,102 items). The U.S. is the main importing country of lion items as both hunting trophies and 
for commercial purposes (52.5 percent and 59 percent, respectively).  
 

1. Recreational Trophy Hunting 
 
From 1999 through 2008, 9,224 lion specimens were traded internationally as hunting trophies. 
Specimens traded for the reported purpose of hunting trophy7 included not only ‘trophies’, 
although these were the most common form in trade, but also fourteen other types of specimens 
including bodies, bones, skulls, skins, teeth, tails and even live animals (Table A4). The 9,224 
lion specimens in trade represent a minimum of 7,565 lions (adding bodies (28), live (5), skins 
(421) and trophies (7,111)). The number of trophies traded internationally in 2008 (1,140) was 
larger than any other year in the decade studied and more than twice the number in 1999 (518). 
Most of the specimens traded internationally for trophy hunting purposes were imported to the 
U.S.: 4,846 specimens (53 percent of the total), representing a minimum of 4,175 lions (55 
percent of the total) (Table A5). Other significant importing countries were Spain (958), France 
(564), and Germany (525). Most hunting trophies were exported from South Africa (4,202) and 
Tanzania (2,247), which together accounted for 70 percent of those in international trade over the 
decade. Mozambique (695), Zimbabwe (951), and Zambia (465) were also significant exporting 
countries (Table A6). 
 
Of the aforementioned trade from all sources, 7,090 lion specimens, reported as being from a 
wild source, were traded internationally for recreational trophy hunting purposes, representing a 
minimum of 5,663 lions. Most of these specimens were imported to the U.S.: 4,139 specimens 
(58 percent of the total), representing a minimum of 3,600 lions (64 percent of the total). Despite 
the significant and continuing population and range declines that this subspecies has suffered and 
continues to suffer, the number of lion trophies, reported as being from a wild source and traded 
for hunting trophy purposes, imported to the U.S., is increasing. Of these trophies, the number 
imported into the U.S. in 2008 was larger than any other year in the decade studied and more 
than twice the number in 1999. 
 
When considering the impact of trophy hunting on the African lion, one must consider how 
killing one lion can result in the death of other lions. Trophy hunters preferentially seek adult 
male lions. When an adult male lion, which is part of a pride, is killed by a trophy hunter, 
surviving males who form the pride’s coalition may become vulnerable to takeover by other 
male coalitions – often resulting in injury or death to the defeated males. Replacement male(s) 
who take over the pride will usually kill all pride cubs less than nine months of age in the pride 
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(Whitman et al., 2004). Similarly, lionesses defending their cubs from the victorious males are 
sometimes killed during the takeover (Packer, Pusey, & Eberly, 2001).  
 
Whitman et al. (2004) used a model to determine that these additional impacts could be largely 
avoided by restricting trophy hunting to males at least 5-6 years of age because this allows 
younger males to reproduce. However, the method is only rigorously enforced in one area of one 
lion range State, the Niassa Reserve of Mozambique (Begg & Begg, 2010). Indeed, hunting 
organizations in Zambia, Zimbabwe, and Tanzania allow hunting of males as young as 2 years, 
which is the age at which male lions become mature (Packer et al., 2009). Females were, until 
recently, shot as trophies in Zimbabwe, a practice that experts consider to be “inherently harmful 
to a population” (Packer, Whitman, Loveridge, Jackson, & Funston, 2006, p. 7). 
 
Recent analysis has shown that trophy hunting has likely contributed to the decline of lion 
populations in many areas (Packer et al., 2009). Consistent hunting intensity should yield 
consistent hunting off-take; therefore a decline in off-take indicates a decline in species 
population. Packer et al. (2009) found that, over the past 25 years, the steepest declines in the 
number of lions killed by hunters occurred in African countries with the highest hunting 
intensity. While Tanzania has the largest lion population of any country on the Continent, it also 
has the highest lion off-take through trophy hunting. Within Tanzania, hunting areas in the 
Selous Game Reserve with the highest lion off-take showed the steepest declines between 1996 
and 2008, as did hunting regions outside of the Selous with the highest off-take (Packer et al., 
2009). Across all of Tanzania, off-take has declined by 50 percent over the past 13 years despite 
increasing demand and hunting effort (Packer et al., 2009). This declining off-take cannot be 
attributed to habitat loss or to human-lion conflict (Packer et al., 2011). Instead the data strongly 
suggests that lion populations in the hunting areas declined as a direct consequence of over-
hunting (Packer et al., 2011).  
 
Packer et al. (2009) states that although trophy hunting of African lions: 
 

is often portrayed as an economic strategy for increasing support for carnivore 
conservation, local communities often seek extirpation of problem animals… Thus, sport 
hunting quotas may sometimes reflect pressures to control carnivores rather than to 
conserve them. Across Africa, countries with the highest intensity of lion off-take also 
had the highest number of livestock units per million hectares of arable land. (p. 3) 

 
Packer et al. (2009) concludes that “Sport hunting is an inherently risky strategy for controlling 
predators as carnivore populations are difficult to monitor and some species show a propensity 
for infanticide that is exacerbated by removing adult males” (p.1).  

2. Commercial trade 
 
From 1999 to 2008, 3,102 lion specimens, the equivalent of at least 1,328 lions (adding trophies, 
skins, live and bodies), were traded internationally for commercial purposes (defined as “for the 
purpose of sale in the importing country”) (Table A7). The most common lion specimens traded 
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for commercial purposes were claws (764), trophies (508), skins (442), live (3208), skulls (144) 
and bodies (58). Of this trade, the U.S. imported 1,846 lion specimens (59 percent of the total), 
the equivalent of at least 401 lions (30 percent of the total) (Table A8). Other significant 
importers were South Africa (282), and Germany (178). The main exporting countries for 
commercial purposes were Zimbabwe (914 items), South Africa (867) and Botswana (816) 
(Table A9); these three countries accounted for 83.7 percent of all specimens in such trade.  
 
Of the aforementioned trade from all sources, 2,715 lion specimens, reported as being from a 
wild source, the equivalent of at least 1,043 lions, were traded internationally for commercial 
purposes (defined as “for the purpose of sale in the importing country.”) Of this trade, the U.S. 
imported 1,700 lion specimens (63 percent of the total), the equivalent of at least 362 lions (35 
percent of the total). The most common lion specimens traded for commercial purposes were 
claws, trophies, skins, live animals, skulls and bodies. 
 
The figure of 1,328 lions traded for commercial purposes was derived by adding the number of 
specimens traded as trophies, skins, live animals and bodies. Looking more specifically at these 
four types of specimens in commercial trade, we found the following:  
 

• Trophies of 508 lions were traded internationally for commercial purposes over the 
decade (Table A10). The U.S. imported most of these (241), accounting for 47 percent of 
those imported (Table A10). Most of these trophies were exported from South Africa 
(241) and Zimbabwe (229) which, together, accounted for 92.5 percent of all such 
exports (Table A11).  

• The skins of 442 lions were traded internationally for commercial purposes over the 
decade (Table A7). Most were imported by South Africa (162) or the U.S. (123) which, 
together, accounted for 64.5 percent of such imports (Table A12). Most such skins were 
exported by Botswana (239) which comprised 54 percent of such exports (Table A13). 
Other significant exporting countries included Zimbabwe (94) and South Africa (66).  

• Data on the international trade in live lions for commercial purposes indicate that 320 live 
lions were traded for such purposes during the decade (Table A7). Many countries 
imported and exported live lions in small quantities over the decade, but the largest 
importer was South Africa (78) (Table A14) and the largest exporters were Zimbabwe 
(52) and South Africa (47) (Table A15).  

• Bodies of 58 lions were traded internationally for commercial purposes over the decade 
(Table A7). The U.S. imported most of these (18), accounting for 31 percent of those 
imported. Most of these bodies were exported from South Africa (20) and Zimbabwe (18) 
which, together, accounted for 66 percent of all such exports. 

 
Appendix B contains examples of lion parts offered for sale on the internet. These range from 
USD 6,300 for a lion ‘rug’ to USD 22,400 for a mounted lion trophy, and from USD 700 for an 
African lion claw necklace, to USD 600 for a lion skull, and a complete set of African lion claws 
for USD 1,200. Other items offered for sale on the internet include skulls and bones. 
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As with African lions killed for trophy hunting purposes, the additional impacts of the use of 
lions for commercial purposes must be considered. The most common lion items in international 
commercial trade (for sale in the importing country) are trophy mounts and skins. Judging by the 
offers of sale of trophy mounts and skins found on the internet (Appendix B), both males and 
females are used for these purposes. The killing of males or females for commercial trade in their 
parts has effects that will negatively impact wild populations. 

3. Wild Source Versus Captive Source 
 
According to the data, over the decade studied, 21,914 of the 28,197 lion specimens traded 
internationally originated in the wild (Table A16); this means that 77.7 percent of lion specimens 
in such trade originated in the wild. Of the 7,897 trophies so traded, 6,326 or 80 percent reported 
as being from a wild source. Similar trends occurred in the trade in claws (1,080 of 1,291), skulls 
(1,030 of 1,214) and skins (840 of 1,025). In contrast, of the 1,844 live lions traded over the 
decade, 179 or only 9.7 percent originated in the wild. The data indicate that at least 7,445 wild 
source lions were traded internationally between 1999 and 2008. This figure was derived by 
adding the figures for four types of specimens that likely represent one lion each: bodies (100), 
live (179), skins (840), and trophies (6,326).  
 
The aforementioned international trade figures include lion specimens reported as being from a 
wild source that were exported from South Africa. From 1999 to 2008, South Africa reported 
exporting a number of specimens equivalent to 2,862 wild source lions. Since the estimated 
number of wild lions in South Africa in 2002 ranges between 2,716 and 3,852 it seems highly 
unlikely that the aforementioned 2,862 South African lions involved were all wild source. 
Therefore, the South Africa trade data specifically must be treated with caution.  
 
Over the decade, 7,288 specimens from captive-bred lions were traded internationally (Table 
A17). Other than scientific specimens, trophies were the most abundant item from captive-bred 
lions (2,366); the number of trophies from captive-bred lions in international trade increased 
dramatically and steadily over the decade with the number in 2008 (710) being over 24 times 
than that in 1999 (29). The parts and products of at least 4,288 captive-bred lions were traded 
during the decade (derived by adding bodies (35), live (1,686), skins (201), and trophies (2,366)). 
 
While many countries engage in international trade in captive-bred lion specimens, South Africa 
exports more than any other country (Table A18). Over the decade, South Africa exported 3,333 
such specimens, or 46 percent of the total; such exports increased dramatically from only 32 
specimens in 1999 to 921 specimens in 2008, an almost 29-fold increase.  
 
In contrast to ‘wild’ and ‘captive-bred’ sources, few lion specimens were reported to have 
originated from other sources such as ‘F-1 captive-born’ (Table A19), ‘pre-Convention’ (Table 
A20), ‘ranch-raised’ (Table A21), or illegal (Table A22). 

4. International Trade in African Lions and their Parts by Source Country  
 
Twenty African range States exported lions and lion parts reported as being wild source between 
1999 and 2008 (Table 4). A country-by-country examination of the number of African lions 
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exported and reported as being from a wild source, and the status of the wild population in each 
country reveals that off-take was unsustainable in at least sixteen of these twenty range States. 
Specifically, the U.S. imported lion specimens from twelve range States where the reported data 
indicate that the off-take was unsustainable. Therefore, even setting aside the South African data, 
clearly the lion is overexploited for these purposes across sub-Saharan Africa. 
 
Table 4. Summary of numbers of wild source lions exported from range States, compared with 
estimated and average population in each State. 

Population Size9 Lion Range 
States Chardonnet, 

2002 
Bauer & 
Van Der 
Merwe, 
2004 

Avg. 
Chardonnet 
and Bauer & 
Van Der 
Merwe 

No. wild 
source 
lions 
estimate
d in 
inter-
national 
trade, 
1999-
2008 

Avg. 
annual 
wild 
source 
trade as 
percent 
of Avg. 
pop. 
size10 

Notes 

Angola (AO) 749 450 599 0 0  
�Angola is a lion range State 
but is not a CITES Party, so 
there is no trade information 
for this country. 
 

Benin (BJ) 325 65 195 25 1.3  
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer, De Iongh, 
Princée, & Ngantou, 2003) 
� U.S. imported specimens 
from this country, 1999-2008 

 
Botswana 
(BW) 

3207 2918 3063 422 1.4  
� Trophy hunting did not take 
place in 2001-2004 and 2007-
2008. However Botswana 
exported wild lion specimens 
for other purposes 
� Trophy hunting likely 
contributed to population 
decline in 1980s and 1990s 
(Packer et al., 2009) 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 

 
Burkina Faso 
(BF) 

444 100 272 134 4.9  
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
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� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
� U.S. imported specimens 
from this country, 1999-2008 

 
Burundi (BI) Not listed Not listed 0 0 0 �Presence uncertain: 

(Bauer et al., 2008): 
 

Cameroon 
(CM) 

415 260 338 104 3.1  
� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 
 

CAR (CF) 986 300 643 49 < 1  
� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
� Trophy hunting likely 
contributed to population 
decline in 1980s and 1990s 
(Packer et al., 2009) 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 
 

Chad (TD) 520 150 335 16 < 1  
� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
 

Congo (CG) 60 0 30 0 0  
� Presence uncertain: (Bauer et 
al., 2008)  
�No known resident lion 
populations (Henschel et al., 
2010) 
 

Cote d’Ivoire 
(CI) 

100 30 65 1 < 1  
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
�No resident lion populations 
found (Henschel et al., 2010) 
� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
� U.S. imported specimens 
from this country, 1999-2008 

 

DRC (CD) 556 240 398 0 0  

Ethiopia (ET) 1477 1000 1239 16 < 1  
�U.S. was the major importer 
of specimens from this country, 
1999-2008 

 
Gabon (GA) 20 0 10 3 3  

�(Bauer et al.,2008): possibly 
extinct 
� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
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Ghana (GH) 15 30 23 0 0  
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
�No resident lion population 
(Henschel et al., 2010) 
 

 
Guinea (GN) 

 
27 

 
200 

 
114 

 
0 

 
0 

 
 
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
 

Guinea 
Bissau (GW) 

10 30 20 0 0  
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
 

Kenya (KE) 2749 2280 2515 10 < 1  
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 

Malawi 
(NW) 

25 n/a 25 0 0  

Mali (ML) 21 50 36 0 0  
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
 

Mozambique 
(MZ) 

955 400 678 206 3.0  
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 
 

Namibia 
(NA) 

691 910 801 204 2.5  
� Trophy hunting contributed 
to population decline in 1980s 
and 1990s (Packer et al., 2009) 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 

 
Niger (NE) 47 70 58 2 < 1  

�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
� Sustainable off-take hardly 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
 

 
Nigeria (NG) 

 
85 

 
200 

 
142 

 
0 

 
0 

 
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered 
(Bauer& Nowell, 2004) 

Rwanda 
(RW) 

45 25 35 0 0  

Senegal (SN) 156 60 58 0 0  
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
 

Somalia (SO) 217 n/a 217 0 0  
South Africa 
(ZA) 

3852 2716 3284 2862 8.7  
�8.7% annual off-take cannot 
be sustainable 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 
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Sudan (SD) 86611 n/a 866 48 < 1  
Swaziland 
(SZ) 

27 15 21 7 3.3  
� Lions were extirpated from 
Swaziland but have been 
reintroduced into fenced areas 
� With a population of only 21 
lions, the export of 3 lions per 
year cannot be sustainable 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 

Tanzania 
(TZ) 

14432 7073 10752 2186 2  
� Trophy hunting likely 
contributed to population 
decline in 1980s and 1990s 
(Packer et al., 2009) 
� Trophy hunting, as currently 
managed, is unsustainable 
(Packer et al., 2011) 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 

 
Togo (TG) transient 0 0 1 > 100  

�Lion presence uncertain 
(Bauer et al., 2008) 
�West Africa population is 
Regionally Endangered (Bauer 
& Nowell, 2004) 
� Sustainable off-take not 
possible due to small, isolated 
populations (Bauer et al., 2003) 
 

Uganda (UG) 618 575 596 0 0  
Zambia (ZM) 3199 1500 2349 520 2.2  

� Trophy hunting likely 
contributed to population 
decline in 1980s and 1990s 
(Packer et al., 2009) 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 

Zimbabwe 
(ZW) 

1686 1037 1362 1214 8.9  
� Lion hunting in Zimbabwe is 
unsustainable (Packer et al., 
2006) 
�Trophy hunting likely 
contributed to population 
decline in 1980s and 1990s 
(Packer et al., 2009) 
�U.S. imported specimens from 
this country, 1999-2008 

 
Below are summaries from data in Appendix A (Tables A23 through A92) including 24 source 
countries, listed alphabetically.  
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a) Benin 
Between 1999 and 2008, 47 lion specimens were exported from Benin (Table A23). This 
included 11 skins and 14 trophies as well as six live animals. The six live animals were from 
captive-bred sources but all remaining specimens were from wild sources. All exported 
specimens originated in Benin. This represents at least 25 wild lions. France was the main 
importer of trophies for personal or hunting trophy purposes, while the U.S. was the main 
importer of the skins and skin pieces for scientific purposes (Table A24). Bauer et al. (2003) 
stated that, considering the small populations and their isolation, sustainable off-take in West 
Africa and Central Africa was “hardly possible”. Thus, it is of concern that 25 wild source lions 
were exported from Benin during the decade; this is 12.8 percent of the population (25 of 195). 
Annualized, these exports represent 1.3 percent of the population Table 4.  
 

b) Botswana 
Botswana banned lion trophy hunting (Packer et al., 2009) in 2001-2004 and again in 2007 
through the present (Davidson, Valeix, Loveridge, Madzikanda, & Macdonald, 2011), owing to 
concerns over the species’ conservation status within the country, but commercial trade in lions 
and lion parts continues. Between 1999 and 2008, Botswana exported 5,633 lion specimens 
including 5,148 scientific specimens, 155 trophies, 274 skins, 31 live animals and two bodies. 
This represents the export of at least 462 lions (adding trophies, skins, live animals and bodies) 
(Table A25). 5,606 of 5,633 (99.5 percent) lion specimens exported from Botswana during the 
decade originated from a wild source (Table A26). This represents at least 435 wild source lions 
(adding bodies (2), live (4), skins (274), and trophies (155)). However, twelve of the wild source 
lion trophies exported originated in Mozambique and one in Zimbabwe; thus the total number of 
Botswana wild source lions exported during the decade was 422.The only other sources of lions 
exported were captive-bred (13) and captive-born (14) (Table A27). Of the 435 wild source lions 
or their parts exported, 249 were exported for commercial purposes most of which were skins 
(229) to South Africa (Table A28). The trophies and skins of 149 lions were exported as hunting 
trophies, most of which were trophies (104) exported to the U.S. (Table A29). The parts of an 
additional 35 lions were exported for personal purposes including 30 skins to South Africa 
(Table A30). A large number of specimens were exported from Botswana for scientific purposes 
(Table A31), particularly to the U.S.. Botswana exported 423 wild source lions 1999-2008 out of 
a population of 3,063, or 13.8 percent of the population (annualized, this is 1.4 percent of the 
population). Although Botswana placed a moratorium on lion trophy hunting from 2001 through 
2004 (Packer et al., 2009), and no trophies were exported those years, export of trophies resumed 
thereafter, averaging 23 per year 2005-2008, as did the export of skins to South Africa for 
commercial purposes, averaging 17.6 per year 2004-2008. 
 
Packer et al. (2009) discussed the historic over-utilization of lions in Southern Africa, stating that 
“…offtakes peaked, then fell sharply in the 1980’s and 1990’s in Botswana, CAR, Namibia, 
Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe.”  This downward harvest trend “…most likely reflected 
declining population sizes: success rates (as measured by harvest/quota) have fallen” for lions 
(Packer et al., 2009, p. 2). This occurred even as demand for lion trophies has grown in the U.S. 
and has held stable in the European Union since the mid-90s. Packer et al. (2009) identified 
Botswana as one of the countries where trophy hunting is likely to have contributed to the 
decline in lion populations in the 1980s and 1990s.  
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c) Burkina Faso 
Between 1999 and 2008, 134 wild source lion trophies were exported from Burkina Faso for 
either hunting trophy or personal purposes (Tables A32 and A33). Analysis revealed lions were 
not exported from other sources or for other purposes, and all originated in Burkina Faso. This 
represents 134 wild lions. The largest importer was France (104 of 134 or 77.6 percent) although 
the U.S. also imported some of these. Bauer and colleagues stated that, considering the small 
populations and their isolation, sustainable off-take in West Africa and Central Africa was 
“hardly possible” (Bauer et al., 2003). Thus, it is of concern that 134 wild source lions were 
exported from Burkina Faso during the decade; this is 49 percent of the population (134 of 272). 
Annualized, these exports represent 4.9 percent of the population (Table 4).  
 

d) Cameroon 
Between 1999 and 2008, 192 lion specimens were exported from Cameroon (Table A34). These 
included 1 live specimen from a captive-bred source exported to South Africa, wild source 
specimens and skin pieces exported for scientific purposes, and wild source trophies (103), skins 
(1), skulls (1), and teeth (1) exported as hunting trophies or for personal purposes. Trophies were 
exported mainly to France (53) but also the U.S. (15) and Spain (10). All exported specimens 
originated in Cameroon. This represents 104 wild lions. Bauer and colleagues stated that, 
considering the small populations and their isolation, sustainable off-take in West Africa and 
Central Africa was “hardly possible” (Bauer et al., 2003). The continued deterioration in lion 
numbers in Central Africa (Henschel et al., 2010) means that sustainable off-take are less likely 
now than in 2003. Thus, it is of concern that 104 wild source lions were exported from 
Cameroon during the decade; this is 31 percent of the population (104 of 338). Annualized, these 
exports represent 3.1 percent of the population (Table 4).  
 

e) Central African Republic 
Between 1999 and 2008, 49 lion specimens, in the form of trophies only, were exported from 
Central African Republic (CAR) (Table A35). All of these were from wild sources, were traded 
as hunting trophies or for personal purposes, and originated in CAR. France was the main 
importer but the U.S. also imported some of these. This represents 49 wild lion specimens. Bauer 
et al. (2003) stated that, considering the small populations and their isolation, sustainable off-take 
in West Africa and Central Africa was “hardly possible”.  The alarming situation of lion 
populations in Central Africa (Henschel et al., 2010) means that sustainable off-takes are less 
likely now than in 2003. Packer et al. (2009) identified CAR as one of the countries where 
trophy hunting is likely to have contributed to the decline of lion populations in the 1980s and 
1990s. Thus, it is of concern that 49 wild source lions were exported from CAR during the 
decade; this is 8 percent of the population (49 of 643). Annualized, these exports represent less 
than 1 percent of the population (Table 4). 
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f) Chad 
Between 1999 and 2008, Chad exported two trophies to Poland and thirteen to France, all from 
wild sources, for hunting trophy purposes. In addition, Chad exported one wild source skin to 
Poland for personal purposes. All originated in Chad. Thus, Chad exported sixteen wild source 
lions during the decade. Bauer et al. (2003) stated that, considering the small populations and 
their isolation, sustainable off-take in West Africa and Central Africa was “hardly possible”.  
The alarming situation of lions in Central Africa (Henschel et al., 2010) means that sustainable 
off-takes are less likely now than in 2003. Thus, it is of concern that 16 wild source lions were 
exported from Chad during the decade; this is 5 percent of the population (16 of 335). 
Annualized, these exports represent less than 1 percent of the population (Table 4). 
 

g) Congo 
The lion is likely to be extinct in Congo (Henschel et al., 2010). Between 1999 and 2008, Congo 
exported two teeth to Norway from an illegal source for personal purposes. 
 

h) Côte d'Ivoire 
Between 1999 and 2008, only one skin was exported from Côte d'Ivoire in 2001; it was from a 
wild source, originated in Côte d'Ivoire and was traded for commercial purposes to the U.S.. The 
one lion skin exported from Cote d’Ivoire to the U.S. for commercial purposes may have been 
the last lion in the country, since Henschel et al. (2010) did not find any lions in that country. 
Thus, it is of concern the U.S. legally imported a lion skin from Côte d'Ivoire a country that may 
no longer have lions.  
 

i) Ethiopia 
Between 1999 and 2008, 399 lion specimens were exported from Ethiopia (Table A36). Most 
were specimens for scientific purposes. However, exports included 14 trophies for hunting 
trophy purposes, and two skins for personal purposes (Tables A37 and A38), all from wild 
source lions that originated in Ethiopia. This represents at least 16 wild lions which is two 
percent of the population (16 of 1,239). Annualized, these exports represent less than one percent 
of the population (Table 4). The U.S. was the major importer of lion trophies from Ethiopia.  
 

j) Gabon 
From available evidence it seems likely that lions are extinct in Gabon (Henschel et al., 2010). 
Between 1999 and 2008, one skin and four trophies were exported from Gabon to France. Two 
trophies were pre-Convention and traded for personal purposes, two trophies were wild source 
and traded for hunting purposes, and one skin was wild source and traded for personal purposes. 
All were of Gabonese origin. This represents three wild source lions, 33 percent (3 of 10) of the 
population at the time. Annualized, these exports represent 3 percent of the population (Table 4). 
These legally exported specimens may have been Gabon’s last lions. 
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k) Kenya 
Trophy hunting was banned in Kenya in 1977 (Lindsey, Alexander, Frank, Mathieson, & 
Romanach, 2006), but commercial trade continues. Between 1999 and 2008, 2,108 lion 
specimens were exported from Kenya; most were scientific specimens (2,025 of 2,108 or 96 
percent) (Table A39). Exports also included 3 bodies, 8 claws, 1 garment, 50 hair, 5 leather 
products, one live animal, two skin pieces, 8 skins, three teeth and two trophies. All specimens 
exported were from wild lions that originated in Kenya (Table A40) except for one skin exported 
to France in 2003 which was from a captive-bred lion, two claws and 35 specimens which were 
from an illegal source, and two leather products and three skins which were pre-Convention 
(Table A41). Thus, Kenya exported 10 wild lions or their parts during the decade (adding three 
bodies, one live animal, four skins, and two trophies). Two of the bodies were part of a travelling 
exhibition and one was exported to the U.S. for personal purposes; the one live lion was exported 
to Uganda for reintroduction purposes; the four skins were exported to the Netherlands (1) and 
the U.S. (3) for personal purposes; and the two trophies were exported to the U.S. (1) and the 
U.K. (1) for personal purposes (Table A42). Exports also included 110 specimens exported to the 
U.S. for commercial purposes in 2000. Ten wild source lions were exported from Kenya during 
the decade; this is less than one percent of the population (10 of 2,515). Annualized, these 
exports represent less than one percent of the population (Table 4).  
 

l) Liberia 
Between 1999 and 2008, Liberia exported two live, wild source lions to South Africa in 2004 for 
commercial purposes. Liberia is not a lion range State (Bauer et al., 2008); however, the UNEP-
WCMC database identifies Liberia as the origin of these lions. 
 

m) Mozambique 
Between 1999 and 2008, Mozambique exported 953 lion specimens including teeth (697), 
trophies (162), skulls (46) and skins (44) (Table A43). None of the exported specimens 
originated in another country. Thus, this represents at least 206 lions (adding trophies and skins). 
Trends in the data include: the export of skins, skulls and teeth dropped off or ended after 2001 
and now the principal export is trophies which numbered, on average, 18 in the past five years. 
All specimens exported from Mozambique were of wild source and for personal or hunting 
trophy purposes only. Most trophies were exported to South Africa (47), the U.S. (41) or Spain 
(41) (Table A44). Very few lion specimens were traded for personal purposes (Table A45), 
although 231 teeth were imported to the U.S. in 1999. Thus, it is of concern that 206 wild source 
lions were exported from Mozambique during the decade; this is 30 percent of the population 
(206 of 678). Annualized, these exports represent 3 percent of the population (Table 4). A more 
recent population estimate speculates that there are a greater number of lions in Mozambique 
than previously thought (Chardonnet et al., 2009). 
 

n) Namibia 
Between 1999 and 2008, Namibia exported 1,013 lion specimens including 683 scientific 
specimens, trophies (168), skins (42), live animals (5) and bodies (2). This represents the export 
of at least 217 lions (adding trophies, skins, live animals and bodies) (Table A46). Of the 1,013 
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lion specimens exported from Namibia, 1,008 or 99.5 percent, were from wild sources. This 
represents the export of at least 212 wild lions (adding trophies (167), live (1), skins (42) and 
bodies (2)) (Table A47). However, of these, the one live lion originated in South Africa, two 
trophies came from Tanzania, two from Zimbabwe and three from South Africa. Thus the total 
number of wild source lions of Namibian origin exported during the decade was 204. Very few 
specimens from non-wild sources were exported from Namibia (Table A48). Of the 1,008 wild 
source lion specimens in trade, 305 or 30 percent, were traded for hunting trophy purposes 
(Table A47). These included 7 skins and 133 trophies. The U.S. was the main importer of lion 
specimens from Namibia for hunting trophy purposes (Table A49). Of the 1,008 wild source lion 
specimens, 78 or 7.7 percent, were for personal purposes (Table A50). These included two 
bodies, 29 skins, and 38 trophies. Wild source specimens were also traded for the additional 
purposes including: circus /travelling exhibition (1), commercial (72) and skins (5) (Table A51). 
Thus, it is of concern that 204 wild source lions were exported from Namibia during the decade; 
this is 25 percent of the population (204 of 801). Annualized, these exports represent 2.5 percent 
of the population (Table 4).  
 
The number of trophies exported from Namibia grew from 10.4 per year on average between 
1999 and 2003 to 23.2 per year on average between 2004 and 2008. Packer et al. (2009) 
discussed the historic over-utilization of lions in Southern Africa, stating that “…off-takes 
peaked then fell sharply in the 1980’s and 1990’s in Botswana, CAR, Namibia, Tanzania, 
Zambia and Zimbabwe”. This downward harvest trend “most likely reflected declining 
population sizes: success rates (as measured by harvest/quota) have fallen” for lions (Packer et 
al., 2009, p. 2). This occurred even as demand for lion trophies has grown in the U.S. and has 
held stable in the European Union since the mid-1990s. Packer et al. (2009) identified Namibia 
as one of the countries where trophy hunting is likely to have contributed to the decline in lion 
populations in the 1980s and 1990s.  
 

o) Niger 
Between 1999 and 2008, Niger exported eleven live lions: two wild source lions were exported 
to Nigeria for commercial purposes; two ranch-raised and three captive-bred lions were exported 
to Nigeria for zoo purposes; two captive-bred lions were exported to Togo for personal purposes; 
and two captive-bred lions were exported to Côte d'Ivoire for educational purposes. All exports 
originated in Niger. This means that at least two wild source lions were exported from Niger 
during the decade. Bauer et al. (2003) stated that, considering the small populations and their 
isolation, sustainable off-take in West Africa and Central Africa was “hardly possible”. Thus, it 
is of concern that 2 wild source lions were exported from Niger during the decade; this is 3 
percent of the population (2 of 59). Annualized, these exports represent less than 1 percent of the 
population (Table 4). 
 

p) Nigeria 
From 1999 to 2008, Nigeria exported two lion teeth to the U.S., derived from an illegal source 
for personal purposes. 
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q) Senegal 
Between 1999 and 2008, Senegal exported six captive-bred live lions to South Africa for 
commercial purposes (three in 1999 and three in 2000), and two captive-bred live lions to 
Mauritania for zoological purposes (both in 2000). All originated in Senegal.  
 

r) South Africa 
Between 1999 and 2008, South Africa exported the parts of at least 5,186 lions (comprising 
trophies (3,983), skins (630), live (514) and bodies (59)) (Table A52). Of these, 2,962 (about 57 
percent) were reported to be from wild lions (adding trophies (2,413), skins (453), live (57) and 
bodies (39)) (Table A53). Unlike any other range State, South Africa also exported a large 
number of wild source lion specimens that did not originate in South Africa. During that same 
time period, 316 wild sourced lion trophies, 397 wild source skins and 3 wild source bodies were 
imported to South Africa (Table A54) but it is impossible to know from the data how many of 
these stayed in South Africa or were re-exported. However, it is possible to learn from the data 
that a minimum of 88 trophies and 12 skins that originated from wild sources in other range 
States were exported by South Africa during the decade. This means that the impact of 
international trade on the wild population of lions in South Africa should be determined based on 
the removal of 2,862 wild lions over the past decade (subtracting the wild imported lion trophies 
(88) and skins (12) from the wild exported lion parts (2,962)). However, it must be noted that 
South Africa also produces and exports parts of captive-bred lions, and also imports and then re-
exports lion parts from other African range States, but those numbers are not included in these 
figures. Indeed, despite the presence of these captive-bred source lions, the average number of 
wild source lion trophies exported annually from South Africa appears to have nearly doubled 
from 168 in the first half of the decade (1999-2003) to 313 in the second half (2004-2008).  
 
The source countries for the parts of wild lions imported into South Africa were Tanzania, 
Mozambique, Zimbabwe, Zambia, Botswana and Namibia. Thus, it is of concern that 2,862 wild 
source lions were exported from South Africa during the decade; this is 87 percent of the 
population (2,862 of 3,284). Annualized, these exports represent 8.7 percent of the population 
(Table 4). Since the estimated number of wild lions in South Africa in 2002 ranges between 
2,716 and 3,852 it seems highly unlikely that the aforementioned 2,862 South African lions 
involved were all wild source. Therefore, the South Africa trade data specifically must be treated 
with caution. Furthermore, South Africa does not rigorously enforce a strict age minimum for 
trophies. 
 
While the overall Continent-wide trade in wild source lion specimens wavered roughly between 
300-600 specimens per year with no trend over the decade, the international trade in lion trophies 
of wild source from South Africa rose significantly, from 137 specimens in 1999 to 454 in 2008 
(Table A53). No such trend was observed for skins or bodies. South Africa also imported wild 
source lion specimens over the decade (Table A54) including 202 claws, 92 live, 397 skins, 140 
skulls, 466 teeth and 316 trophies.  
 
Purposes of international trade in wild source lions from South Africa reveal that trade:  
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• For hunting trophy purposes were by far the largest in number of all the purpose 
categories and imports to the U.S. far exceeded numbers imported to other countries 
(Table A55). 

• In live animals for circus and travelling exhibit purposes were relatively few but included 
one body exported to South Korea in 2008 and 15 lions exported to Zimbabwe in 2002 
(Table A56). 

• For commercial purposes included trophies, claws and skins but in low numbers 
compared to those for hunting trophy purposes (Table A57). 

• For educational purposes included imports by China of 2 bodies in 2005, 3 skins in 2007, 
52 specimens in 2007-2008, and 20 trophies in 2006-2008 (Table A58). 

• For medical purposes included 88 specimens imported to Chile in 1999 (Table A59). 
• For personal purposes included 23 trophies imported by China (Table A60). 

 
Regarding the hunting of captive-bred lions, Packer et al. (2006) stated, “Captive-bred hunting 
undermines the conservation credibility of the hunting industry and does nothing to preserve lion 
habitat” (p. 9). Closer examination of the data revealed that the international trade in captive-
bred source lions and lion parts from South Africa rose significantly over the course of the 
decade, from 56 specimens in 1999 to 969 in 2008 (Table A61). In particular, the number of 
bodies, bones, live animals and trophies from captive-bred lions rose dramatically over the 
period. In 2008 alone, the parts of at least 852 captive-bred lions (adding bodies (13), skins (14), 
trophies (707) and live animals (128)) were exported from South Africa.  
 
Purposes of international trade in captive-bred lions from South Africa reveal that trade:  

• For hunting trophy purposes were by far the largest in number of all the purpose 
categories and imports to the U.S. far exceeded numbers imported to other countries 
(Table A62). 

• For commercial purposes included 25 live lions imported by Togo in 2004, 14 by 
Thailand 2006-2008, and 10 by Zimbabwe in 2008 (Table A63). 

• For educational purposes included 10 live lions imported by China in 2003 and 2004 
(Table A64). 

• For personal purposes included 60 bones and 16 skin pieces imported to Vietnam (Table 
A65). 

• For zoo purposes were relatively few in number and unremarkable in trend, with the 
exception of the importation by Thailand of 54 live lions in 2006-2008 (Table A66). 

 
It should also be noted that South Africa imported 131 captive-bred source live lions during the 
decade for breeding purposes including: fifteen from Argentina (a non-range State), one each 
from Spain, Germany and France (non-range States), three from Indonesia (a non-range State), 
33 from Swaziland, and 77 from Zimbabwe. South Africa also imported eight live wild source 
lions for breeding purposes including one from the United Arab Emirates (a non-range State) and 
seven from Swaziland. Another nine captive-born lions were imported from Swaziland for 
breeding purposes. South Africa also imported 69 captive-bred live lions during the decade for 
commercial purposes: twelve from Argentina (a non-range State), four from Belgium (a non-
range State), twenty from Spain (a non-range State), seven from Italy (a non-range State), eight 
from Portugal (a non-range State), six from Senegal, eleven from Zimbabwe, and one from 
Germany (a non-range State). Fourteen captive-born live lions from Botswana were also 
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imported by South Africa for commercial purposes. Finally, South Africa imported 74 wild 
source live lions for commercial purposes: Four from Botswana, 16 from Spain; two from 
Liberia and 52 from Zimbabwe. It should be noted that these purposes are not for traveling 
exhibitions, such as circuses, or zoos. It is possible that these lions are being used for canned 
hunting purposes either as breeders or to be shot as trophies. 
 
There is increasing concern that South African exports of lion bones are going to Asia for use in 
Traditional Chinese Medicine, both for its own perceived value and as a replacement for tiger 
parts; the illegal trade in tiger parts has had severe, negative impacts on wild tiger populations 
(Nowell & Ling, 2007). In this regard, it is of interest is that 60 of the 70 bones traded 
internationally from South Africa during the period were imported by Vietnam in 2008; there are 
no records of Vietnam importing bones prior to that year. These bones did not originate from 
wild lions ; they originated from captive-bred lions and were categorized as being traded for 
“personal” purposes (Table A65). It is not possible to draw conclusions about the impact of trade 
in these lion bones because the data are not precise enough to determine from how many lions 
those bones were derived.  
 

s) Sudan 
Between 1999 and 2008, Sudan exported 2 leather products to United Arab Emirates for personal 
purposes, 22 live animals to United Arab Emirates (six for commercial purposes, four for zoo 
purposes and the remainder for personal purposes), six live animals to Saudi Arabia for personal 
purposes, 19 live animals to Syrian Arab Republic (eight for commercial purposes and the 
remainder for zoo purposes), and one trophy to Saudi Arabia for personal purposes (Table A67). 
All exported specimens originated in Sudan and were wild source. Thus, Sudan exported at least 
48 wild source lions during the decade. Thus, it is of concern that 48 wild source lions were 
exported from Sudan during the decade; this is 6 percent of the population (48 of 866). 
Annualized, these exports represent less than 1 percent of the population (Table 4). 
 

t) Swaziland 
Between 1999 and 2008 Swaziland exported 46 live lions to South Africa for breeding (42) and 
circus/travelling exhibition (4) purposes: seven were from wild sources (all for breeding 
purposes), 30 from captive-bred sources and nine from captive-born sources. In addition, one 
trophy from a wild source lion that originated in South Africa was exported to Greece for 
personal purposes. This means that at least seven wild lions of Swazi origin were exported 
during the decade. Thus, it is of concern that 7 wild source lions were exported from Swaziland 
during the decade; this is 33 percent of the population (7 of 21). Annualized, these exports 
represent 3 percent of the population (Table 4). Swaziland has such a small population of lions 
that even this number cannot be sustainable. 
 

u) Tanzania 
Between 1999 and 2008, Tanzania exported 4,926 lions and lion parts. This included 2,083 
trophies, one live animal, and 102 skins, representing a minimum of 2,186 lions (Table A68). In 
contrast to South Africa, virtually none of the specimens exported by Tanzania were from a 
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captive-bred source (the exception being one trophy imported by the U.S. in 2000). The only 
other source of specimens in trade was “illegal” and these were very few (Table A69). Tanzania 
did not export lions for breeding, circus, education, enforcement, medical, reintroduction, or zoo 
purposes. Tanzania exported very few lions or their parts for commercial purposes (Table A70). 
Setting aside scientific specimens from wild source lions (Table A71), virtually all of the lion 
specimens exported from Tanzania were for hunting trophy purposes (Table A72). Unlike South 
Africa, only four of the exported trophies originated in another country (all from South Africa). 
At least 2,131 wild lions were killed in Tanzania over the past decade for the international trade 
in hunting trophies (adding “trophies” (2,015) and “skins” (87) and subtracting the four imported 
trophies). An additional 67 items were exported for personal purposes, representing 62 wild lions 
(Table A73). Most wild source lion skins exported from Tanzania for hunting trophy purposes 
went to South Africa (44) and Germany (29) (Table A74). The U.S. is the largest importer of 
wild source hunting trophies exported from Tanzania, with 47 percent (956); other major 
importers were France (283), Spain (212), Mexico (122) and South Africa (109) (Table A75). 
Thus, it is of concern that 2,186 wild source lions were exported from the Tanzania during the 
decade; this is 20 percent of the population (2,186 of 10,753). Annualized, these exports 
represent 2 percent of the population (Table 4). 
 
Lion off-take for trophy hunting in Tanzania is considered to be unsustainable. In trophy hunting 
areas the primary cause of declines in lion populations is trophy hunting (Packer et al., 2011). 
Packer et al. (2009) identified Tanzania as one of the countries where trophy hunting is likely to 
have contributed to the decline in lion populations in the 1980s and 1990s. The U.S. is by far the 
largest importer of hunting trophies from Tanzania. 
 

v) Togo 
Between 1999 and 2008, Togo exported one wild source trophy to South Africa in 2001 for 
hunting trophy purposes, one skin from a ranch-raised lion to South Africa in 2001 for personal 
purposes, and one captive-bred live lion that originated in South Africa, to Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya in 2002 for personal purposes. It is of concern that one wild source lion was legally 
exported from Togo in 2001 because there were no known resident lions as of 2002 (Bauer & 
Van Der Merwe, 2004). The presence of wild lions in Togo remains uncertain (Bauer et al., 
2008). 
 

w) Zambia 
Between 1999 and 2008, Zambia exported 567 lion specimens, the vast majority of which were 
trophies (498) (Table A76). This represents at least 530 lions (adding skins (29), live animals (3), 
and trophies (498)). All but nine specimens (three live animals plus six trophies) were from wild 
sources (Table A77). The parts of at least 521 wild source lions were traded during the decade 
(adding wild source trophies (492) and skins (29)) (Table A78). However, one of the trophies of 
wild source originated in South Africa; thus the total number of wild source lions of Zambian 
origin exported is 520. The main purpose of this trade was hunting trophies (470 of 567 
specimens) and the U.S. was the main importer of these (262 of 470) (Table A79). Only 26 
specimens were traded for other purposes including personal, commercial and scientific (Table 
A80). Thus, it is of concern that 520 wild source lions were exported from Zambia during the 



 40 
 

decade; this is 22 percent of the population (520 of 2,350). Annualized, these exports represent 
over 2 percent of the population (Table 4). 
 
Packer et al. (2009) discussed the historic over-utilization of lions in Southern Africa, stating that 
off-take peaked then fell sharply in the 1980’s and 1990’s in Botswana, CAR, Namibia, 
Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe. This downward harvest trend “most likely reflects declining 
population sizes: success rates (as measured by harvest/quota) have fallen” for lions (Packer et 
al., 2009, p. 2). This occurred even as demand for lion trophies has grown in the U.S. and has 
held stable in the European Union since the mid-1990s. The steepest declines in lion harvests 
occurred in jurisdictions with the highest harvest intensities. Packer et al. (2009) identified 
Zambia as one of the countries where trophy hunting is likely to have contributed to the decline 
in lion populations in the 1980s and 1990s. 
 

x) Zimbabwe 
Between 1999 and 2008, Zimbabwe exported 2,043 lion specimens including 871 trophies, 536 
claws, 146 skins, 20 bodies and 145 live (Table A81). This represents at least 1,182 lions (adding 
trophies, skins, bodies and live). The total number of exports has decreased over the decade, as 
has the number of exported trophies, skins and skulls. The vast majority of specimens exported 
were wild source, the exceptions being 181 that were captive-bred (Table A82), one that was F1 
captive-born (Table A83), 89 from illegal sources (Table A84), and 16 that were ranch-raised 
(Table A85). Captive-bred lions were exported for a variety of purposes including 77 exported to 
South Africa for breeding, 10 live lions to Kenya and 11 to South Africa for commercial 
purposes (Table A82). A total of 868 wild source lion specimens were exported for commercial 
purposes including 343 claws, 229 trophies, 94 skins, 63 live animals, and 15 bodies; this 
represents a minimum of 401 wild source lions exported for commercial purposes (Table A86).  
 
The main importer of wild source lion parts for commercial purposes was the U.S. (Table A87). 
A total of 961 wild source lion specimens were exported for hunting trophy purposes including 
706 trophies, 1 body, 40 skins and 160 claws. This represents a minimum of 747 wild lions 
exported for hunting trophy purposes (Table A88). The main importer of wild source lion parts 
as hunting trophies was the U.S. (Table A89). A total of 120 wild source lion specimens were 
exported for personal purposes including 48 trophies, 19 skins, 1 body and 27 claws (Table 
A90); this represents a minimum of 68 wild source lions exported for personal purposes. The 
U.S. imported some of these (Table A91). In addition, 56 wild source lion specimens were 
exported for circus, education and scientific purposes (Table A92) including 15 live wild lions 
for circus or travelling exhibition purposes and two skins for educational purposes. This 
represents 17 wild source lions exported for these purposes. Thus, in total, during the decade, 
Zimbabwe exported 1,233 wild source lions. However, Zimbabwe also imported 19 of these wild 
source lions (all trophies) from other countries: four from Tanzania, seven from South Africa, 
three from Zambia, three from Mozambique, and two from Botswana. Thus the total number of 
wild source lions of Zimbabwean origin exported during the decade totaled 1,214. Thus, it is of 
concern that 1,214 wild source lions were exported from the Zimbabwe during the decade; this is 
89 percent of the population (1,214 of 1,362). Annualized, these exports represent 8.9 percent of 
the population (Table 4), a percentage not considered to be sustainable (Packer et al., 2006; 
Packer et al., 2009).  
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Packer et al. (2009) discussed the historic over-utilization of lions in Southern Africa, stating that 
“...off-takes peaked then fell sharply in the 1980’s and 1990’s in Botswana, CAR, Namibia, 
Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe”. This downward harvest trend “…most likely reflected 
declining population sizes: success rates (as measured by harvest/quota) have fallen” for lions 
(Packer et al., 2009, p. 2). This occurred even as demand for lion trophies has grown in the U.S. 
and has held stable in the European Union since the mid-1990s. The steepest declines in lion 
harvests occurred in jurisdictions with the highest harvest intensities (Packer et al., 2009).  
 
Packer et al. (2006) stated that lion hunting off-take in Zimbabwe is unsustainable with harvests 
of male lions in some areas reaching “exceptionally high” levels (11 males/1000 km2 in the 
Matetsi Safari Area in 1990). From 1988 to 2004, Zimbabwe harvested a higher proportion of 
lions than any other country, and its off-take rate has been up to three times more than most other 
countries in that same time period (Packer et al., 2006). However, the number of trophies 
exported by Zimbabwe has decreased in recent years from about 106 per year for1999-2003 to 
about 67 per year in 2004-2010 (Packer et al., 2009). 

5. Domestic Hunting  
 
The African lion is killed for purposes that do not involve international trade; however, there are 
no comprehensive data on the levels or impact of these activities.  

6. Traditional Practices 
 
The African lion is used for traditional purposes in Africa. For example, body parts of lions, 
including fat, skin, organs and hair are highly valued for treatment of a variety of different 
ailments in Nigeria, with lion fat being the most highly valued (Morris, n.d.). A household 
questionnaire in rural communities found that 62 percent of respondents described using lion fat 
in medicine, with just over half of those respondents reporting to have used it in the last 3 years 
(Morris, n.d.). The putative medicinal benefits included were the healing of fractured and broken 
bones, back pain and rheumatism (Morris, n.d.). Hunting African lions for their skins for use in 
traditional ceremonies is considered to be the primary threat to lions in certain African countries, 
including Guinea-Bissau and parts of Guinea (Brugiere, Badjinca, Silva, Serra, & Barry, 2005). 
The use of lions in traditional African medicine also occurs in East Africa, although it is not well 
documented. For example, in May 2010 it was reported that five lions killed close to Queen 
Elizabeth National Park in Uganda were poisoned for their skin and medicinal value (Karugaba, 
2010). Lion fat is also used in traditional medicine in Tanzania (Baldus, 2004).  

C. Disease or Predation 
 
Habitat loss, persecution and exploitation have been long-considered threats to large carnivores 
but in recent years disease has come to be viewed as an emerging issue. According to Cleaveland 
et al. (2007) the canine distemper virus and rabies have been major pathogens affecting wild 
carnivore populations, calling into question the opinion that diseases are always a “natural 
regulatory component of ecosystems” (p.613). In the African lion, risk of disease is believed to 
be increasing because populations have become isolated, placing them at a higher risk when 
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confined by fencing (Keet et al., 2009). In addition, their increasing proximity to man and 
domestic animals exposes them to new diseases (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b). 

1. Viral Diseases 
Viruses known to infect the African lion include canine distemper virus, feline leukemia virus, 
feline immunodeficiency virus, feline herpesvirus, feline calicivirus, feline parvovirus, and feline 
coronavirus. While viral infections and their impacts are well-studied in domestic cats, with free-
ranging lions, there is only limited available (Hofmann-Lehmann et al., 1996).  
 
More than 40 years of continuous research on lions in Serengeti National and Ngorongoro 
Crater, Tanzania, has advanced what is known about the prevalence of six of the seven viruses 
(feline leukemia was absent) known to infect lions (Packer et al., 1999). Based on this research, 
two viruses (feline herpesvirus and feline immunodeficiency virus) are believed to be endemic in 
the host populations and four (feline calicivirus, parvovirus and coronavirus, and canine 
distemper virus) “…repeatedly show a pattern of seroprevalence indicative of discrete disease 
epidemics” (Packer et al., 1999).  
 

a) Canine Distemper Virus 
 
In 1991 and 1992, captive felids in U.S. zoos were found infected with CDV-like morbilliviruses 
(Harder et al., 1995) and in 1994, one-third of the lions in Serengeti National Park died from the 
disease (Craft, Volz, Packer, & Meyers, 2009).  
 
In 2001, a CDV epidemic (coupled with tick-borne diseases) wiped out at between 34 and nearly 
40 percent of Tanzania’s Ngorongoro Crater lion population (Kissui & Packer, 2004; Munson et 
al., 2008). Scientists examined serological exposure to CDV in these well-studied populations 
and found that at least five “silent” CDV epidemics had occurred between 1976 and 2006 with 
little mortality or clinical signs of the disease (Munson et al., 2008).  
 
The fatal 1994 and 2001 epidemics coincided with unusually high levels of babesia infections. 
According to Munson et al. (2008) babesia is a “tick-borne intraerythrocytic protozoan 
(hemoparasite) that usually infects the African lion at low levels without compromising their 
health” (p. 3).  Both outbreaks were preceded by extreme drought conditions that led to die-offs 
of host animals such as buffalo. When the rains returned, the surviving animals were heavily 
infected with ticks, which led to the higher babesia levels in the lion populations.  
 
Climate extremes, such as severe and unseasonal droughts, can exacerbate the severity and 
occurrence of die-offs caused by CDV as well as the occurrence of deadly co-infections. (Kissui 
& Packer, 2004; Munson et al., 2008,). The Serengeti lion population eventually recovered to 
pre-epidemic levels due to high cub survival. Repeated outbreaks of CDV over a relatively short 
time span have prevented recovery of the Ngorongoro population to its carrying capacity (Packer 
et al., 2011).  This population has been rendered especially vulnerable due to inbreeding and 
close proximity to human populations (Kissui & Packer, 2004). 
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b) Feline Immunodeficiency Virus  
 
FIV is found in the domestic cat, in which it causes an AIDS-like immunodeficiency disease 
(Troyer et al., 2004) and which permanently infects the host. Collectively, Olmsted et al. (1992), 
Troyer et al. (2004), and Osofky et al. (1996) have documented FIV in eight wild cat species 
including the African lion (as cited in Roelke et al., 2009). The African lion is infected with a 
lion-specific strain of FIV, known as FIVple, of which there are multiple, highly-divergent 
strains (O’Brien, S.J., Troyer, J.L., Roelke, M., Marker, L., & Pecon-Slattery, J., 2006; Troyer et 
al., 2004). “FIVple is thought to be a relatively old virus perhaps infecting lions for thousands of 
years” (Roelke et al., 2009, p.3). It is uncertain how FIVple affects the African lion, although 
anecdotal reports of morbidity from FIVple  exist (Roelke et al., 2009).  
 
FIV infection is common in East Africa and South Africa, with infection rates in four sampled 
lion populations ranging from 70 to 91 percent (Brown, Yuhki, Packer, & O’Brien, 1994). The 
Serengeti lion population incidence of FIV is very high and has been consistently maintained 
over many years and is, therefore, believed to be endemic (Brown et al., 1994; Hofmann-
Lehmann et al., 1996 ; Olmsted et al., 1992; Packer et al., 1999, Troyer et al., 2005).  
 
Following a study in Botswana (1999-2006) in which infected and uninfected African lions were 
anesthetized and sampled on multiple occasions, Roelke et al. (2009) found “relative increases in 
the occurrence of specific and non-specific clinical symptoms including lymphdenopathy, 
gingivitis, papillomas, dehydration, and loss of coat condition were found in FIVple-infected 
lions, as were biochemical profiles indicative of hyperglobulinemia, anemia, and 
hypoalbuminemia” (p. 3).  Roelke et al. (2009) cautions,  
 

Given the high prevalence of FIVple in many lion populations, it is evident that in several 
different  ecosystems many lions with FIVple have survived and thrived. However, 
in natural settings, small decreases in fitness can have large effects during times of 
stress. Thus, while FIVple-infected animals may do well under normal circumstances, 
they may potentially be more sensitive than uninfected animals to secondary assaults, 
such as new disease outbreaks. (p.9) 

c) Other Viral Diseases 
 
Herpesvirus has caused the death of a captive lion (Craft, 2008), but although 100 percent of the 
Serengeti population is infected, clinical signs of disease have not been detected (Craft, 2008). 
Lions in the Serengeti have also been exposed to periodic outbreaks of feline parvovirus, 
calicivirus and coronavirus. However, there have been no consistent signs of clinical disease, 
excess mortality or decreases in lion fecundity due to infections from any of these three viruses 
(Driciru et al., 2006; Hofmann-Lehmann et al., 1996; Packer et al., 1999; Spencer, 1991; Spencer 
& Morkel, 1993).  
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2. Bovine Tuberculosis 
 
Bovine tuberculosis (bTB) is caused by Mycobacterium bovis. Although it infects a wide range 
of African wildlife (Cleaveland et al., 2007), it is not indigenous to Africa and was most likely 
brought to the Continent through the importation of cattle from Europe (Michel et al., 2006). 
African wildlife has not yet developed immunity to bTB and many species have the potential to 
act as a reservoir of infection (Renwick, White, & Bengis, 2007).  bTB is a growing concern 
(Cleaveland et al., 2007) associated, in part, with increased numbers of domestic livestock and 
the increased overlap between livestock and wildlife (Renwick et al., 2007).  
 
In Kruger National Park, South Africa, bovine tuberculosis spread to wild animal populations 
through the intermingling of domestic cattle with wild Cape buffalo (Syncerus caffer), sometime 
in the late 1950s or early 1960s (Keet et al., 2009). The disease has since spread throughout the 
park by the migration of the Cape buffalo. The buffalo are referred to as “maintenance hosts” as 
they do not experience the serious physical affects associated with the disease. The pathogen is 
also present in kudu (Tragelaphus strepsiceros), and other species in the Park (Keet et al., 2009), 
and is contracted by lions through the ingestion of infected prey (Keet et al., 2009). Organs such 
as the lungs and the lymph nodes contain most of the infectious material (Renwick et al., 2007). 
Once infected, lions may transmit the disease to other lions primarily through inhalation and 
secondarily through percutaneous contact (i.e. biting and scratching) (Keet et al., 2009).  
 
In many parts of the Kruger Park, buffalo are the primary prey of lions and over 80 percent of 
lions were infected by bTB. The clinical signs of infection in lions include respiratory problems, 
emaciation, lameness and blindness (Renwick et al., 2007). Once an individual lion becomes 
infected, it will either become latently infected or develop the disease, become clinically 
affected, and die. Approximately 20 percent of infected lions remain disease-free (latent), and 80 
percent became infectious (i.e., diseased and contagious) within a five year period (Keet et al., 
2009). However, despite the high incidence of the disease, the Kruger lion population has 
remained constant over the past 20 years (Ferreira & Funston, 2010). 
 
Bovine tuberculosis has also been confirmed in a number of wild ungulate species in the 
Serengeti and Tarangire ecosystems in northern Tanzania (Cleaveland et al., 2005) and the 
Ruaha ecosystem in Tanzania (Mazet et al., 2009). Serological tests of lions in the Serengeti 
demonstrate their exposure to bTB since at least 1984; however, the incidence of the disease has 
remained below 4 percent for the past 20 years (Cleaveland et al., 2007). The disease has been 
detected in buffalo in Gonarezhou National Park in Zimbabwe. It is also found in Queen 
Elizabeth National Park in Uganda (Chardonnet et al., 2010).  

3. Other Diseases 
 
Domesticated pets such as cats and dogs have been known to transmit diseases to African lions 
such as rabies and feline leukemia virus (FLV) (Chardonnet et al., 2010) but neither disease is 
known to have inflicted measurable harm.  
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D. Inadequacy of Existing Regulatory Mechanisms 
 
The conservation, management and protection of the African lion is addressed either directly or 
by inference in several international treaties and regional agreements as well as by national laws 
and regulations of many African range States. However, as fully explained in this section, these 
regulatory mechanisms and/or their implementation and enforcement are inadequate to address 
existing threats to the survival of the African lion. 

1. International Law and Agreements 
 
There are several African regional agreements that have relevance to the African lion: the 
African Union’s African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources, 
1968; the Revised African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources, 
2003; and the Protocol on Wildlife Conservation and Law Enforcement of the Southern African 
Development Community, 1999 (Union Africaine, 2010; UNEP, 2009). 
 
The Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) addresses “conservation of biological diversity”, 
the “sustainable use” of its components and the “fair and equitable sharing of the benefits” 
arising from the use of biological and genetic resources. The CBD also provides guidelines to 
manage biodiversity, but does not provide specific protection for the African lion or any 
individual species. Nor is the lion protected under the Convention on Migratory Species (the 
Bonn Convention) (Convention on Migratory Species, 2009). The only international agreement 
that offers specific and significant protection to the African lion is CITES.  

a) CITES 
The African lion is used extensively for commercial, recreational, and scientific purposes. The 
main use of the African lion in this regard is as hunting trophies and for commercial purposes, 
both of which involve international trade. As shown earlier, the U.S. is by far the largest importer 
of such specimens.  
 
The African lion is listed on Appendix II of CITES by virtue of its inclusion in the cat family, 
Felidae, which is listed in its entirety on that Appendix. International trade in species listed on 
Appendix II must be strictly regulated in order to avoid utilization incompatible with their 
survival. Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora, art. 
II, Mar. 3, 1973.  Regulation of trade in specimens of Appendix II species is accomplished by the 
issuance of permits from the exporting country, and the presentation of those export permits to 
the importing country. The exporting country must ensure that a number of conditions are met 
before issuing an export permit. These are:  
 

(a) a Scientific Authority of the State of export has advised that such export will 
not be detrimental to the survival of that species;  
(b) a Management Authority of the State of export is satisfied that the specimen 
was not obtained in contravention of the laws of that State for the protection of 
fauna and flora; and  
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(c) a Management Authority of the State of export is satisfied that any living 
specimen will be so prepared and shipped as to minimize the risk of injury, 
damage to health or cruel treatment.” CITES, Article IV. 

 
Furthermore, a Scientific Authority of the exporting country must monitor both the export 
permits granted and the actual exports of such specimens. CITES, Article IV. 
  

Whenever a Scientific Authority determines that the export of specimens of any 
such species should be limited in order to maintain that species throughout its 
range at a level consistent with its role in the ecosystems in which it occurs and 
well above the level at which that species might become eligible for inclusion in 
Appendix I, the Scientific Authority shall advise the appropriate Management 
Authority of suitable measures to be taken to limit the grant of export permits 
for specimens of that species. 

 
The CITES Parties have recognized that proper implementation of Article IV is essential for the 
conservation of Appendix II species, CITES, Resolution Conf. 12.8 (Rev. CoP13), and national 
laws are paramount to that implementation. The Parties have agreed to a “Significant Trade 
Review” for certain Appendix II species where the biology and management of and trade in 
these species are examined and, when the provisions of Article IV are not being met, remedial 
measures are directed to the relevant Parties. Non-compliance with recommended measures can 
result in trade suspensions.  
 
Over the years it has become evident that many Parties, particularly lesser-developed countries, 
do not adequately implement Article IV due to financial constraints and lack of capacity (CITES, 
1992a). For example, Tanzania has trade suspensions in place for three species due to inadequate 
implementation of Article IV. CITES, Notification to the Parties 2010/012, 2010.  Although the 
African lion has not been the subject of a Significant Trade Review, some of the major lion 
exporting countries have been found to have inadequately implemented Article IV for other 
species. The African lion was suggested for inclusion in the Significant Trade Review in 2004 
and 2005, CITES Animals Committee, Summary Records, but was ultimately not reviewed. 
 
Currently, lion specimens are exported from countries where lion off-take is unsustainable and 
the U.S. imports lion specimens from countries where lion off-take is unsustainable (see the 
Commercial Trade section of this Petition, above). This is a clear indication that CITES Article 
IV is not being complied with, either due to insufficient domestic implementing legislation or 
inadequate enforcement, and that the Convention does not adequately protect the African lions 
from extinction. Further, the CITES-implementing legislation in the U.S., the ESA, does not 
currently provide any protection for the African lion — lion specimens are imported to the U.S. 
simply upon presentation of a CITES export permit from the country of export. There is no 
requirement under the ESA or CITES that the U.S. examine the basis for the permit or verify that 
the export permit was issued in compliance with CITES.  
 
In addition, CITES Article VIII requires Parties to “take appropriate measures to enforce the 
provisions of the Convention and to prohibit trade in specimens in violation thereof”. Resolution 
Conf. 8.4 (Rev. CoP15), on national laws for implementation of the Convention, established a 
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National Legislation Project in 1992 to review national legislation of Parties (CITES, 1992b). As 
a result of this review, Parties were categorized according to their level of compliance with 
Article VIII.  CITES Standing Committee, 2010, SC59, Doc. 11. Several major lion exporting 
countries, including South Africa, Tanzania, Mozambique, Botswana and Zambia, are currently 
listed under “Category 2”, which means they meet some, but not all, of the necessary legislative 
requirements for implementing CITES. Several lion exporting countries, including Central 
African Republic and Chad, are listed under “Category 3” which means they do not meet any of 
the necessary legislative requirements for implementing CITES. Thus, although they are Parties 
to CITES, none of these important lion range States have the national legislation necessary to 
fully implement the Convention. 

b) Rotterdam Convention 
 
The Rotterdam Convention on the Prior Informed Consent (PIC) Procedure for Certain 
Hazardous Chemicals and Pesticides in International Trade is an international instrument aimed 
at helping developing nations make informed decisions regarding the import of hazardous 
pesticides. The Convention requires that whenever a country makes an internally banned or 
severely-restricted chemical available for export, it must provide the importer with an export 
notification containing practical and detailed information about the chemical and the shipment 
(Secretariat for the Rotterdam Convention, 2006). Currently the PIC list does not contain some 
of the chemicals that have most often been used to poison African lions for retaliatory killing; 
therefore, this mechanism is inadequate to protect the African lion.  The U.S. is a signatory but 
not a party to this Convention, however, it has enacted a law, the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide 
and Rodenticide Act (see below), which requires the U.S. to undertake activities similar to those 
required under this Convention. 

c) African Union 
 

The African Union (AU), formed in 1992, is an intergovernmental organization comprising 53 of 
54 African States (only Morocco is not a member). It is a successor to the Organisation of 
African Unity (OAU) which was formed in 1963 and disbanded upon formation of the AU in 
1992. All African lion range States have ratified the AU Constituent Act (African Union, 2000), 
which provides, inter alia, an Executive Council to coordinate and take decisions on policies in 
areas of common interest to Member States, including environmental protection.  Article 13 
(1)(e). 
 
Two AU Conventions are relevant to African lion conservation: the African Convention on the 
Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (entered into force in 1968), and the Revised 
African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (negotiated in 2003, 
not yet entered into force). 
 
Parties to the African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (African 
Union 2010a), which entered into force in 1969, have agreed to “adopt the measures necessary to 
ensure conservation, utilization and development of soil, water, flora and fauna resources in 
accordance with scientific principles and with due regard to the best interests of the people” 
Article II. The Convention lists the African lion as a Class B protected species, Article VIII; 
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Class B species “shall be totally protected, but may be hunted, killed, captured or collected under 
special authorization granted by the competent authority.” Article VIII (1)(b).  Ten African lion 
range States—some of which are significant exporters of African lion specimens—have not 
ratified the Convention: Benin, Botswana, Burundi, Ethiopia, Guinea, Guinea Bissau, Namibia, 
Somalia, South Africa, and Zimbabwe. The remaining African lion range countries have ratified 
the Convention; nevertheless, this law does not provide sufficient protection for the African lion. 
 
The Convention does not establish a Secretariat or designate the role and frequency of meetings 
of the Conference of the Parties; it also does not contain enforcement measures to address non-
compliance with the Convention.  
 
Burundi, Ghana, Mali, Niger and Rwanda are the only African lion range States to have ratified 
the Revised African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (African 
Union, 2010b). The Revised Convention has not yet entered into force because fifteen Parties 
must ratify it and only eight have done so (African Union, 2003). 

d) SADC Protocol on Wildlife Conservation and Law Enforcement  
 

Eleven African lion range States have signed the Treaty of the Southern African Development 
Community (SADC): Angola, Botswana, DRC, Malawi, Mozambique, Namibia, South Africa, 
Swaziland, Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe (SADC, 2008). Among SADC’s objectives is to 
“achieve sustainable utilisation of natural resources and effective protection of the environment” 
Article 5 (g). Article 22 of SADC calls for the establishment of Protocols to achieve the Treaty’s 
objectives. The SADC Protocol on Wildlife Conservation and Law Enforcement of the Southern 
African Development Community (SADC, 1999) elaborates on Article 5 (g) of the Treaty. Its 
objectives are to:  
 

a) promote the sustainable use of wildlife; b) harmonise legal instruments governing 
wildlife use and conservation; c) enforce wildlife laws within, between and among 
States Parties; d) facilitate the exchange of information concerning wildlife 
management, utilisation and the enforcement of wildlife laws; e) assist in the 
building of national and regional capacity for wildlife management, conservation 
and enforcement of wildlife laws; f) promote the conservation of shared wildlife 
resources through the establishment of transfrontier conservation areas; and g) 
facilitate community-based natural resources management practices for 
management of wildlife resources (Article 4).  

 
With regard to wildlife management and conservation programs, Parties shall: “establish 
management programmes for the conservation and sustainable use of wildlife and integrate such 
programmes into national development plans” and “assess and control activities which may 
significantly affect the conservation and sustainable use of wildlife so as to avoid or minimise 
negative impacts.” Article 7 Parties are also to take measures to ensure the conservation and 
sustainable use of wildlife including:  
 

a) the protection of wildlife and wildlife habitats to ensure the maintenance of 
viable wildlife populations; b) prevention of over-exploitation and extinction of 
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species; c) restrictions on the taking of wildlife, including but not limited to 
restrictions on the number, sex, size or age of specimens taken and the locality 
and season during which they may be taken; and d) restrictions on trade in 
wildlife and its products, both nationally and internationally, as required by 
relevant international agreements.  

 
Article 12 of the Protocol concerning sanctions states:  
 

1. Sanctions may be imposed against any State Party which: a) persistently fails, 
without good reason, to fulfill obligations assumed under this Protocol; or b) 
implements policies which undermine the objectives and principles of this 
Protocol. 2. The Council [SADC Council of Ministers] shall determine whether 
any sanction should be imposed against a State Party and shall make the 
recommendation to the Summit if it decides that a sanction is called for. The 
Summit shall decide, on a case-by-case basis, the appropriate sanction to be 
imposed. 

 
However, it appears that no such sanctions have been considered or approved. 

e) Lusaka Agreement  
 

Five African lion range States are Parties to the Lusaka Agreement on Cooperative Enforcement 
Operations Directed at Illegal Trade in Wild Fauna and Flora: Kenya, Tanzania, Republic of 
Congo (Brazzaville), Uganda and Zambia. The Agreement entered into force in 1994 and is 
aimed at “facilitating cooperative activities in/among the Party states to the Lusaka Agreement, 
in carrying out investigations on violations of national laws pertaining to illegal trade in wild 
fauna and flora” (Lusaka Agreement Task Force, n.d.).  
 
The Lusaka Agreement is focused generally on fighting illegal wildlife trade in and between 
member States, including through wildlife enforcement officer training. The African lion could 
benefit in the future from such Lusaka Agreement activities but, to date, there have been no 
specific programs aimed at illegal lion trade. 

2. U.S. Law 
 

The two primary U.S. laws that pertain to the African lion are the ESA and the Lacey Act. The 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) also has implications for the 
African lion, as it pertains to American-made chemicals being exported to African lion range 
States where they are used to inter alia poison lions. 

a) Endangered Species Act 
 
The purpose of the ESA is “to provide a means whereby the ecosystems upon which endangered 
and threatened species depend may be conserved, to provide a program for the conservation of 
such endangered species and threatened species, and to take such steps as may be appropriate to 
achieve the purposes of . . . treaties and conventions” (including CITES). 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b). 
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Thus, in addition to being the CITES-implementing legislation in the U.S., the ESA provides 
independent protections to species recognized as endangered. See 16 U.S.C. §§ 1538(a), 1539(a) 
(prohibiting take, import/export, and interstate/foreign commerce of endangered species, and 
permitting otherwise prohibited trade and commerce only for scientific purposes or to enhance 
the propagation or survival of the species).  
 
While the African lion has been listed on CITES Appendix II since 1976 as part of Family 
Felidae, CITES has not adopted any special measures, such as export quotas, for the species. 
Consequently, the importation of African lion specimens into the U.S. is currently allowed if 
such specimens, including trophies, arrive with a valid CITES export permit from an exporting 
country. As detailed in the Commercial Trade section of this Petition, lion specimens are 
exported from countries where lion off-take is unsustainable, and the U.S. imports more lion 
specimens than any other country, including from countries where lion off-take is unsustainable. 
This is a clear indication that lion-exporting countries are not complying with CITES Article IV 
and that the existing regulatory mechanism—inclusion of lions on CITES Appendix II with no 
separate ESA listing—is inadequate to address the international trade-related threats to the 
African lion. Without the Endangered listing that this Petition seeks, there is no requirement 
under federal law or CITES that the U.S. examine the basis on which the permit was granted or 
to ensure that import would provide a conservation benefit to the subspecies. 
 
The ESA allows for the listing of species as either Threatened or Endangered; however, as this 
Petition demonstrates, the African lion is in danger of extinction throughout a significant portion 
of its range and, therefore, should be listed as Endangered. Doing so will more fully protect the 
African lion from a variety of threats, including that posed by the continued importation of lion 
trophies to the U.S.. If the African lion were only to be listed as a Threatened species under the 
Act, the ESA would not prohibit the importation of lion trophies. Specifically, importation into 
the U.S. of any fish or wildlife shall “be presumed to be an importation not in violation of any 
provisions of this Act or any regulation issued pursuant to this Act” when:  
 

(A) such fish or wildlife is not an endangered species listed pursuant to section 4 
of this Act but is listed in Appendix II to the Convention, (B) the taking and 
exportation of such fish or wildlife is not contrary to the provisions of the 
Convention and all other applicable requirements of the Convention have been 
satisfied, (C) the applicable requirements of subsections (d), (e), and (f) of this 
section have been satisfied, and (D) such importation is not made in the course of 
a commercial activity. 

 
 
Regulations promulgated under the Act make clear that the USFWS does not consider hunters 
who import their personal sport-hunted trophies to be involved in a commercial activity 
(USFWS, 2007). Consequently, hunters who wish to import trophies of Threatened, CITES 
Appendix II species only require an export permit issued by the country of export. The Act 
would therefore not protect a threatened foreign species from detrimental trade in cases where a 
CITES export permit has been granted without a scientifically-based Non-Detriment Finding 
having been made.  
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If the African lion were to be listed as Endangered under the Act, the importation of lions and 
their parts—whether commercial or not—would be generally prohibited. Importations would 
only be allowed if a permit is obtained after it has been demonstrated that such importation 
would enhance the propagation or survival of the species or is for scientific purposes.  
 
However, as the subspecies is not listed under the Act, the African lion and its parts currently 
flow freely into the U.S. provided that they are accompanied by a CITES export permit. This 
means that the largest African lion importing country—the U.S.—has no protective measures for 
the species, despite evidence that such imports are having a detrimental impact; therefore, federal 
law is currently inadequate to protect the African lion from extinction. 

b) Lacey Act 
 

Under the Lacey Act, 16 U.S.C. §§ 3371-3378, it is unlawful to import, export, sell, acquire, or 
purchase fish, wildlife or plants taken, possessed, transported, or sold: 1) in violation of U.S. or 
Indian law, or 2) in interstate or foreign commerce involving any fish, wildlife, or plants taken 
possessed or sold in violation of State or foreign law. 16 U.S.C. § 3372(a)(1), (a)(2)(A). As 
discussed above, the cornerstone U.S. wildlife law, the ESA, does not provide any legal 
protection to the subspecies; thus, the African lion receives protection under this Act to the 
extent that specimens are in interstate or foreign commerce in violation of a foreign law or 
international treaty such as CITES.  The Captive Wildlife Safety Act (Pub. Law 108-191), which 
amended the Lacey Act in 2003, only regulates live lions and so does not address the majority of 
international trade in subspecies. 

c) Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act 
 

Under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), 7 U.S.C. §§ 136 et seq., 
and its implementing regulations, exporters of unregistered pesticides, including those - such as 
carbofuran - that have been used, inter alia, to illegally poison lions in Africa (Kahumbu, 2010), 
can export those pesticides provided they first obtain the foreign purchaser’s signature on a 
statement acknowledging that the pesticide is unregistered and cannot be sold in the U.S., 7 
U.S.C. § 136o(a)(2), and submit these statements to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 
However, the EPA’s Office of the Inspector General found that EPA does not ensure that 
pesticide manufacturers are complying with this section of FIFRA, which means that importing 
countries may not be fully aware of the hazards associated with the chemicals. Therefore, this 
regulatory mechanism is inadequate to protect the African lion.  

3. Lion Range Country Mechanisms 
 
Rapid decline in both the population and range of lions in Africa due to trophy hunting, 
commercial trade, loss of habitat and prey, and retaliatory killing, clearly shows that many range 
States do not appear to have adequate regulatory mechanisms to protect the African lion.  
 
It has been acknowledged that best management practices for trophy hunting have yet to be fully 
incorporated into existing regulations in many countries (Packer et al., 2011) and that trade in 



 52 
 

trophies is not adequately regulated by national laws, regional agreements, or international laws 
(IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006a). 
 
For example, despite a number of Tanzanian laws regarding lion trophy hunting, poorly-
regulated trophy hunting appears to have been the primary driver of the decline in lion 
abundance in Tanzania’s hunting areas (Packer et al., 2011) and is thought to be negatively 
affecting lion populations in adjacent National Parks (Packer et al., 2011). Numerous 
recommendations made by lion experts for improving Tanzania’s lion trophy hunting regulations 
have yet to be implemented by the government, including reduced quotas and mandatory 
minimum-age kills with independent age verification and subsequent bans on the export of 
under-age trophies (Packer et al., 2011). Regulatory concerns related to lion trophy hunting also 
exist for other countries. For example, in some parts of Mozambique quotas are largely based on 
information gathered from trophy hunting operators, who have a vested interest and the incentive 
to inflate lion numbers in order to increase their quota. This information is generally not 
corroborated by annual lion surveys (Chardonnet et al., 2009).  
 
With regard to laws regulating commercial trade in African lions and their parts throughout their 
entire range, lion range States have lack specific regulations to control the trade (IUCN SSC Cat 
Specialist Group, 2006a; IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006b).  
 
Loss of habitat and prey is a major threat to the African lion throughout their range. For example, 
in Eastern and Southern Africa, there is a lack of supportive wildlife policy frameworks on a 
national level; indeed, such policies and planning are non-existent in many countries (IUCN SSC 
Cat Specialist Group, 2006a). Where such policies do exist, they are often ineffectively drawn 
and/or implemented, thus actually contributing to greater loss of habitat for African lions and 
their prey (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006a). In Tanzania, habitat protection measures are 
largely ineffective in stopping the continuing loss of grasslands, woodlands and forests, which 
serve as habitat for African lions and their prey. Between 1990 and 2005, Tanzania lost forest 
cover at a rate twice the average for low human development countries and five times the mean 
global rate (Chardonnet et al., 2010). More than 37 percent of the country’s forest and woodland 
habitat has disappeared since 1990 (Packer et al., 2009). 
 
Indiscriminate lion killing – including poisoning, trapping and shooting - has been found to be 
one of the most important threats to the African lion in areas with the most dense lion 
populations (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006a) and in some countries is the primary cause 
of lion mortality (Chardonnet et al., 2009). It is clear that existing laws are not adequately 
addressing this continuing problem (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006a). For example, 
despite a number of laws in Tanzania addressing control of problem animals, the government’s 
Problem Animal Control (PAC) efforts face significant challenges. Due to logistical and 
financial short-comings, PAC may have a negative impact on lion populations because the 
number of African lions killed is high and the operations often poorly controlled (Mésochina et 
al., 2010). In Mozambique, laws and regulations that govern hunting also allow for the control of 
problem lions through PAC. According to Chardonnet et al. (2009), “Lion PAC operations [in 
Mozambique] would be considerably improved with a clear logical framework, well-defined 
decision-making process and implementation procedures, as well as proper data analysis and 
reporting.” 
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Ineffective lion conservation policies and inadequate enforcement throughout many lion range 
States, as well as lack of efficacy of management and lack of government resources, have been 
identified as threats to the survival of lions (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group, 2006a; IUCN SSC 
Cat Specialist Group, 2006b). 

4. Conclusion 
 
In conclusion, despite various local, national, regional and international regulatory mechanisms, 
African lion populations have continued to decline and therefore, existing regulatory 
mechanisms do not appear to be sufficiently adequate for protecting and conserving the African 
lion. The African lion population has declined approximately 30 percent in the past twenty years 
(Bauer et al., 2008). The African lion is continuing to lose habitat and their natural prey is 
declining due to growing human pressures. Existing regulatory mechanisms are not preventing 
this downward spiral. Given many glaring deficiencies in existing regulatory mechanisms, 
coupled with the alarming and ongoing decline of the subspecies, it is clear that the current 
regulatory framework simply cannot guarantee the effective protection of the African lion. 
Listing Panthera leo leo as Endangered under the ESA would substantively contribute to the 
preservation of this keystone subspecies. 

E. Other Natural or Manmade Factors Affecting the Species’ Existence  

1. Retaliatory Killing 
             
A lack of prey and useable habitat pose serious threats to the continued existence of the African 
lion, and both stem from continuous and increasing competition with humans for vital resources 
and space. When the African lion prey-base is reduced by human or natural means, lions rely on 
domestic herds, particularly those herds that reside in areas adjacent to Protected Areas 
(Chardonnet et al., 2010). For example, Gebresenbet et al. (2009) reported that in Ethiopia, as 
wild prey disappeared, predation by lions on cattle and attacks on humans increased.  
  
Livestock depredation and attacks on humans are the main conflict between people and African 
lions (Chardonnet et al., 2010). As a result, retaliatory killing, as a consequence of livestock 
losses and threat to human life, is common throughout all of sub-Saharan Africa (Frank et al., 
2006). 
 
The indiscriminate nature of poisons is often responsible for the death of entire prides and 
together with spearing, retaliatory killings through poisoning are decimating lions in southern 
Kenya (Frank et al., 2006).  
  
Historically, a variety of chemicals including strychnine and various organophosphates have 
been used and are still used by a small number of commercial ranchers to poison lions. Recently 
however, a carbamate insecticide, carbofuran, seems to be one of the most commonly used 
(Frank et al., 2006). Carbamate pesticides, developed in the 1930s, are neurotoxins and have a 
relatively high mammalian toxicity (Otieno, Lalah, Virani, Jondiko, & Schramm, 2010). 
Carbofuran is an acetylcholine esterase inhibitor and causes acetylcholine to accumulate at the 
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junction of a nerve cell and the receptor sites. This causes the nerves to fire continuously, leading 
to tremors, convulsions, and eventually death.  
  
Carbofuran comes in a liquid and granular form, but in Africa the granular form is most 
commonly used. In eastern lion range States it was readily available and legally sold over the 
counter and used to kill soil insects and nematodes, which threaten the production of a variety of 
crops (Otieno et al., 2010). A few grams of the odorless, tasteless poison can kill an adult lion. A 
small bottle of carbofuran can kill an entire pride and costs just a few dollars. According to a 
report submitted to the Kenyan Parliament, carbofuran was blamed for the deaths of at least 40 
lions in 2008 (Kahumbu, 2010). In addition to Kenya and Uganda, lion poisonings from 
carbofuran have been suspected in Tanzania, Zimbabwe, Namibia, South Africa, and Botswana 
and possible carbofuran poisonings have occurred in the Republic of the Congo, Rwanda and 
DRC (Joubert, personal communication, June 15, 2010). The American manufacturer of a 
carbofuran product called Furadan withdrew it from the markets in Kenyan, Tanzania and 
Uganda and instituted a buyback program in 2009 (FMC, 2009). However, as recently as January 
19, 2011, a lion was suspected to be killed with Furadan on the Tanzania side of the Tanzania-
Kenya border; this lion was most likely from Amboseli National Park on the Kenya side of the 
border (Frank, 2011). One year earlier, a pride of five Amboseli lions was poisoned suspectedly 
with Furadan on the Kenya side of the border (Frank, 2011). This illustrates that carbofuran and 
other chemicals, continue to threaten wild lions. 

2. Compromised Viability  
  
As habitat is lost across the continent, the African lion is increasingly restricted to small and 
disconnected populations, which increases the threat of inbreeding. Genetic population models 
have demonstrated that large lion populations with 50 to 100 prides are necessary to avoid 
negative consequences of inbreeding (Bjorklund, 2003). In addition, population connectivity is 
essential to allow males to be able to move to other areas in order to spread genes and conserve 
genetic variation (Bjorklund, 2003). In general, inbreeding has negative impacts on fecundity, 
survival, and growth, as well as increasing susceptibility to environmental stress and disease 
(Bjorklund, 2003). For example, it is believed that the lions in Ngorongoro Crater, Tanzania, are 
inbred, which increases their vulnerability to disease. As a result, canine distemper virus killed 
35 to 45 percent of lions in this population (Kissui & Packer, 2004).  

3. Ritual Killing 
 
Maasai tribesmen in East Africa hunt and kill lions for ritual purposes; a process called Ala-
mayo. In the Serengeti-Ngorongoro area, ritual kills, which number approximately 2 per year, are 
uncommon compared to retaliatory killing (3-4 per year), and trophy hunting (11.5 per year) 
(Packer et al., 2011). The same can also be said for the Tarangire National Park system (Packer 
et al., 2011). However, ritual killing may have more impact on lion populations than currently 
thought, or it may pose an exacerbating threat in conjunction with retaliatory killings and trophy 
hunting. At this point, there is a lack of information on the frequency and effect of ritual killing 
(Packer et al., 2011).  
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V. CONCLUSION 
 
This Petition demonstrates that the African lion subspecies meets the statutory criteria for an 
Endangered listing under the ESA. The subspecies is in “danger of extinction throughout all or a 
significant portion of its range” and, therefore, must be listed as Endangered throughout its 
range. 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6). The future security and viability the African lion is uncertain. The 
subspecies faces a multitude of threats, from unsustainable international trade in trophies to 
habitat loss; disease to retaliatory killings; loss of natural prey to commercial trade in parts. Lion 
numbers continue to decline precipitously. The African lion was likely extirpated in three range 
States where as recently as 2008 they were thought to be present. The African lion is 
increasingly rare outside Protected Areas and they are growing more isolated and fragmented 
throughout their shrinking range. Existing regulatory measures at the international, regional, and 
national levels are not adequately protecting African lion from these threats.  
 
As the U.S. is not part of the African lion’s natural range, protection under the ESA would occur 
by, inter alia, a prohibition on the import into the U.S. of lion specimens except where the 
import enhances the propagation or survival of the species or is for scientific purposes. 16 U.S.C. 
§§ 1538(a), 1539(a). Listing the African lion under the ESA would allow for and encourage the 
U.S. to provide lion range States with assistance in the development and management of 
programs useful to the conservation of the subspecies. Such a listing would also serve to 
heighten awareness of the importance of conserving the African lion among foreign 
governments, conservation organizations, and the general public. 
 
The iconic African lion is in danger of extinction if current trends are not reversed and if action 
is not taken now. The U.S. is the world’s largest importer of  African lions and their parts 
including hunting trophies and for commercial purposes such as the lion skin or claw trade. With 
this in mind, the U.S. must play a leading role in the effort to save the African lion. Listing the 
subspecies as Endangered under the ESA is a significant and necessary step toward controlling 
unsustainable exploitation of the subspecies by Americans, and toward bringing this crisis to the 
attention of the global conservation community.  
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Public Comments Processing 

Attn: FWS–R9– ES–2012–0025 

Division of Policy and Directives Management 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

4401 N. Fairfax Drive, MS 2042–PDM 

Arlington, VA 22203 

Via www.regulations.gov  

 

Re: Comments on Docket No. FWS-R9-ES-2012-0025 

 

Dear Ms. Van Norman, 

 

On March 1, 2011 a coalition of wildlife protection and conservation organizations — The 

Humane Society of the United States, Humane Society International, the Fund for 

Animals, Born Free USA, Born Free Foundation, Defenders of Wildlife, and the 

International Fund for Animal Welfare (“Petitioners”) — petitioned the Secretary of the 

Interior to list the African lion (Panthera leo leo) as an endangered subspecies pursuant to 

the Endangered Species Act (ESA, 16 U.S.C. §§ 1531 et seq.). On November 27, 2012, in 

response to our petition, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service issued a 90-day finding that 

listing the African lion subspecies as endangered may be warranted. 77 Fed. Reg. 70727 

(Nov. 27, 2012). In response, The Humane Society of the United States, Humane Society 

International, and the Fund for Animals hereby submit the following comments, on behalf 

of our more than 11 million members and constituents worldwide, supporting the Service’s 

90-day finding and requesting that the Service expeditiously issue a proposed rule listing 

the African lion subspecies as endangered.  See 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(3)(B) (providing that 

when the Service determines a petitioned action is warranted, it “shall promptly publish…a 

proposed regulation to implement such action…”).  

 

http://www.regulations.gov/
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The ESA requires listing determinations to be made “solely on the basis of the best 

scientific and commercial data available...” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). See also New Mexico 

Cattle Growers v. U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, 248 F.3d 1277, 1284-85 (10th Cir. 2001) 

(quoting H.R. Rep. No. 97-567, pt. 1 at 29 (1982), “‘The addition of the word ‘solely’ is 

intended to remove from the process of listing or delisting of species any factor not related 

to the biological status of the species.’”); H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 835, 97th Cong. 2d Sess. 19-20 

(1982) (the limitations on the factors the Service may consider in making listing decisions 

were intended to “ensure that decisions . . . pertaining to listing . . . are based solely upon 

biological criteria and to prevent nonbiological considerations from affecting such 

decisions.”).  

 

The best available scientific and commercial data make clear that the threats to the 

continued existence of Panthera leo leo are operative and significant, and the Service is 

thus required to list this subspecies as endangered. See 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b) (the primary 

purpose of the ESA is to “provide a program for the conservation of such endangered 

species”); 16 U.S.C. § 1532(3) (the term “conservation” means “to use…all methods and 

procedures which are necessary to bring any endangered species or threatened species to 

the point at which the measures provided pursuant to this chapter are no longer 

necessary”). Since Petitioners submitted the listing petition nearly two years ago, 

additional scientific and commercial evidence has emerged further supporting the need to 

protect African lions under the ESA. As such, the evidence is stronger than ever that 

African lions are currently facing extinction and must be listed as endangered. 

 

Additional Evidence that the African Lion Subspecies is Disappearing 

 

The wild population of African lions has precipitously declined in recent decades.  As 

discussed in our petition, although the African lion continues to persist in 27 countries, 

many of these countries do not have sustainable populations. Indeed, since Petitioners 

asked for the African Lion subspecies to be listed as endangered, it has become even more 

clear that wild populations are declining across Africa and that the Service must take 

immediate action to protect the African Lion in order to ensure full compliance with the 

ESA’s conservation mandate. For example, recent evidence (Nyanganji et al. 2012) suggests 

that lions are currently at risk of extinction in Nigeria, with only 34 individuals living in 

that country, restricted to two protected areas.  

 

Our petition noted that Bauer et al. (2008) estimated the wild African lion population size 

to be between 23,000 and 39,000. A more recent study, Riggio et al. (2012), estimated the 

population to be approximately 32,000, which falls within the Bauer et al. (2008) range. 

Comparing the Riggio et al. (2012) estimate with the most quantitative estimate of the 

historic size of the African lion population (which resulted from a modeling exercise) that 

predicted there were 75,800 African lions in 1980 (Bauer et al. 2008), the wild lion 

population has dropped by  57.8% in the past 33 years. Riggio et al. (2012) also cautioned 
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that “countrywide estimates of lion numbers fail to capture the size and degree of isolation 

and consequent population viability” and that “there is abundant evidence of widespread 

declines and local extinctions.” Indeed, Riggio et al. (2012) noted that of the 20 areas 

suitable for lions in West and Central Africa (identified by experts who participated in two 

regional workshops in 2005 and 2006), 18 have lost their lions; each of these 18 areas 

contained fewer than 50 lions and, except for one, all were considered to be populations that 

were declining in numbers of individuals, thus demonstrating that small, declining 

populations are probably not viable. Riggio et al. (2012) identified only ten areas within all 

of Africa that are “lion strongholds” (those which (1) contain at least 500 individuals, (2) are 

within protected areas or designated hunting areas, and (3) where the numbers of lions are 

stable or increasing as assessed by the IUCN Cat Specialist Group). The lion strongholds 

occur in eight countries and contain approximately 24,000 lions in total (Riggio et al. 2012). 

Riggio et al. (2012) also estimated that about 4,000 lions are in “potential” strongholds and 

over 6,000 are in “populations that have a very high risk of local extinction”. In conclusion, 

Riggio et al. (2012) stated that “lion numbers have declined precipitously in the last 

century. Given that many now live in small, isolated populations, this trend will continue.” 

 

African lions are far less abundant than they were historically and the subspecies is 

currently at risk of extinction across the continent due to all five listing factors in the ESA. 

The ESA requires the Secretary of the Interior to list a species, or subspecies, as 

endangered if it is in danger of extinction in all or a significant portion of its range based on 

the following five factors: (1) the present or threatened destruction, modification, or 

curtailment of its habitat or range; (2) overutilization for commercial, recreational, 

scientific, or educational purposes; (3) disease or predation; (4) the inadequacy of existing 

regulatory mechanisms; and (5) other natural or manmade factors affecting its continued 

existence. 16 U.S.C. § 1533(a)(1)(A-E); 50 C.F.R. § 424.1(c)(1)-(5). The Service is required to 

list a subspecies if any one of these criteria is met. Southwest Center for Biological Diversity 

v. Babbitt, 215 F.3d 58, 60 (D.C. Cir. 2000)). However, the urgency of the plight of African 

lions (Panthera leo leo) is illustrated by the fact that the subspecies is currently facing 

extinction based on all of these factors, as demonstrated in our March 2011 petition and 

further supported by the more recent scientific and commercial evidence below. 

 

 (1) The present or threatened destruction, modification, or curtailment of its 

habitat or range 

 

The African lion subspecies is at risk of extinction due to habitat loss and modification. As 

explained in our petition, Bauer et al. (2008) found that the African lion occupies less than 

an estimated 4.5 million km2, which is only 22% of the subspecies’ historic distribution. 

More recently, Riggio et al. (2012) used high-resolution satellite imagery and human 

population density data to identify areas in Africa that are likely to have resident lion 

populations. They estimated the extent of the distribution of African lion populations to be 

3.4 million km2 (Riggio et al. 2012). Comparing the Riggio et al. (2012) figure to the historic 
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distribution figure of approximately 20.5 million km2 presented in Bauer et al. (2008), this 

represents a loss of approximately 83% of lion habitat, meaning that the African lion 

currently occupies only 17% of its historic range. Further, the African lion is currently at 

risk of extinction in the areas the subspecies still occupies, in part due to continued habitat 

loss and modification. As stated by Riggio et al  (2012), “Simply, the extent of savannah 

Africa has surely shrunk considerably in the last 50 years and will likely shrink 

considerably in the next 40.” Schuette has also noted that “Large-bodied carnivores such as 

lions and spotted hyenas are often the first species to disappear from landscapes affected by 

humans” (Schuette 2013). 

 

(2) Overutilization for commercial, recreational, scientific, or educational 

purposes  

 

Of all the five listing factors, the one that most directly implicates the United States and its 

citizens, and that can therefore be substantially addressed by an endangered listing under 

the ESA, is over-utilization for commercial or recreational purposes. International trade in 

African lion parts must be urgently addressed as an increasingly important threat to the 

subspecies. 

 

The original analysis presented in our petition shows that between 1999 and 2008, 21,914 

African lion specimens (lions, dead or alive, and their parts and derivatives), reported as 

being from a wild source and representing a minimum of 7,445 lions, were traded 

internationally for all purposes. Three more years of data now available (2009-2011) show 

that trade continues to be prevalent (see Appendix for trade tables illustrating these 

trends).  The United States continues to be the world’s largest importer of African lion parts 

for hunting trophies and also contributes significantly to the trade in lion parts for 

commercial purposes, further demonstrating the importance of an endangered listing. 

While in some cases the average numbers of lion specimens traded in 2009-2011 are less 

than the average numbers of specimens traded in 1999-2008, these minor variations in 

trade data do not change the fact that international trade in lions (including significant 

U.S. imports) continues to be unsustainable and a credible threat to the continued existence 

of the subspecies. 

 

International Trade in Lions and Their Parts from All Sources and for All Purposes 

 

Between 2009 and 2011, 7,050 African lion specimens from all sources were traded 

internationally for all purposes. The most commonly-traded items were scientific specimens 

(1958), trophies (1639), bones (1089) live animals (584), claws (498) and skins (321) (Table 

1). Adding the four items that most likely equal one dead lion, 2686 lions were traded 

internationally during those three years (adding skins (321), trophies (1639), live (584) and 

bodies (142)). This averages 895 lions per year, which is comparable to the average number 

of lions traded internationally each year 1999-2008 (1092), as presented in the petition. 
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As was the case for the data presented in the petition for 1999-2008, the number of 

scientific specimens traded exceeded that of other types of specimens traded. However, 

whereas in 1999-2008, scientific specimens comprised 47% of traded specimens, in 2009-

2011 they comprised only about 28% of the total. The number of trophies traded during 

2009-2011 ranged from 424 to 661 per year and numbered 546 on average over the three 

years, representing 23% of lion specimens traded during that period. The number of bones 

traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 11 to 638 per year and numbered 363 on average over 

the three years; this is much higher than the average number traded over 1999-2008 (13) as 

presented in the petition. The number of claws traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 87 to 

304 per year and numbered 166 on average over the three years; this is higher than the 

average number traded over 1999-2008 (129) as presented in the petition. The number of 

skins traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 68 to 144 per year and numbered 107 on 

average over the three years; this is about the same as the average number traded over 

1999-2008 (103) as presented in the petition. The number of bodies traded during 2009-

2011 ranged from 8 to 92 per year and numbered 47 on average over the three years; this is 

much higher than the average number traded over 1999-2008 (14) as presented in the 

petition. The number of live animals traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 142 to 273 per 

year and numbered 195 on average over the three years; this is higher than the average 

number traded over 1999-2008 (184) as presented in the petition. 

 

From 2009-2011, the most common African lion importing countries were the United States 

(3,713 lion parts imported, 42.5% of lion parts imported), Lao PDR (1155, 13.2%), and The 

Netherlands (360, 4.1%) (Table 2); the most common lion part exporting countries were 

South Africa (4463 lion parts exported, 57.5% of lion parts exported), Tanzania (707, 9.1%), 

and Kenya (650, 8.4%) (Table 3).  

 

International Trade in Lions and Their Parts from Wild Sources and for All Purposes 

 

Of the aforementioned lion trade from all sources and for all purposes, 3695 lion specimens 

reported as being from a wild source were traded internationally between 2009 and 2011; 

this represents 1761 lions (adding skins (253), trophies (1366), bodies (19) and live (123)) 

(Table 4).  This averages 587 wild lions per year, which is comparable to the average 

number of wild lions traded internationally each year 1999-2008 (745), as presented in the 

petition. 

 

The number of wild-source trophies traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 272 to 647 per 

year and numbered 455 on average over the three years; this is comparable to the average 

number traded over 1999-2008 (633) as presented in the petition. The number of wild-

source lion bones traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 8 to 274 per year and numbered 

101 on average over the three years; this is much higher than the average number traded 

over 1999-2008 (3.4) as presented in the petition. The number of wild-source lion claws 
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traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 16 to 67 per year and numbered 42 on average over 

the three years; this is less than the average number traded over 1999-2008 (108) as 

presented in the petition. The number of wild-source lion skins traded during 2009-2011 

ranged from 32 to 129 per year and numbered 84 on average over the three years; this is 

the same as the average number traded over 1999-2008 (84) as presented in the petition. 

The number of wild-source lion bodies traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 2 to 10 per 

year and numbered 6 on average over the three years; this is less than the average number 

traded over 1999-2008 (10) as presented in the petition. The number of wild-source live 

animals traded during 2009-2011 ranged from 21 to 76 per year and numbered 41 on 

average over the three years; this is higher than the average number traded over 1999-2008 

(18) as presented in the petition. 

 

From 2009-2011, the most common  wild-source African lion importing countries were the 

United States (1644 lion parts imported, 44% of lion parts imported), The Netherlands (356, 

10%), and France (249, 7%) (Table 5); the most common lion part exporting countries were 

South Africa (1254 lion parts imported, 33% of lion parts imported), Kenya (649, 17%), and 

Tanzania (539, 14%) (Table 6).  

 

International Trade in Lions and Their Parts from All Sources for “Hunting Trophy” 

Purposes  

 

Between 2009-2011, 3,189 lion specimens from all sources were traded internationally for 

hunting trophy purposes; this represents 2213 lions (adding skins (219), trophies (1903), 

bodies (72) and live (19) (Table 7)).  This averages 738 lions per year, which is about the 

same as the average number of lions traded internationally for hunting trophy purposes 

each year 1999-2008 (757), as presented in the petition. The main types of lion specimens 

traded as hunting trophies were trophies (1903, 59.7%), bones (493, 15.5%) and skulls (260, 

8.2%); in 1999-2008, the main types of lion specimens traded were trophies, skulls and 

teeth; the inclusion of bones in the list is new. The main importing countries of lion parts 

for trophy hunting purposes were the United States (1560, 45.9%), Lao PDR (281, 8.3%) 

and Spain (278, 8.2%) (Table 8); both the United States and Spain were among the top 

three lion importing countries in 1999-2008 (along with France); Lao PDR is a new addition 

to the top three importing countries, reflecting increased trade to that country. The main 

exporting countries of lion parts for trophy hunting purposes from 2009-2011 were South 

Africa (1727, 66.2%), Tanzania (499, 19.1%) and Zimbabwe (139, 5.3%) (Table 9); these are 

the same top three exporting countries as in 1999-2008.  

 

International Trade in Lions and Their Parts from Wild Sources and for “Hunting Trophy” 

Purposes 

 

Between 2009-2011, 1463 lion specimens from wild sources were traded internationally for 

hunting trophy purposes; this represents 1061 wild lions (adding skins (174), trophies (875), 
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bodies (10) and live (2) (Table 10)). This averages 354 wild lions per year, which is 

comparable to the average number of wild lions traded internationally for hunting trophy 

purposes each year 1999-2008 (566), as presented in the petition. The main types of wild-

source lion specimens traded as hunting trophies were trophies (875, 59.8%), skulls (225, 

15.4%) and skins (174, 11.9%). The main importing countries of wild-source lion parts for 

trophy hunting purposes from 2009-2011 were United States (632, 43.2%), Spain (115, 

7.9%) and France (109, 7.5%) (Table 11). The main exporting countries of wild-source lion 

parts for trophy hunting purposes were South Africa (1087, 49.7%), Tanzania (578, 26.4%) 

and Zimbabwe (181, 8%) (Table 12). 

 

International Trade in Lions and Their Parts from All Sources for “Commercial” Purposes 

 

Between 2009-2011, 1344 lion specimens from all sources were traded internationally for 

commercial purposes; this represents 153 lions (adding skins (15), trophies (89), bodies (13) 

and live (36) (Table 13)).  This averages 51 lions per year, which is less than the average 

number of lions traded internationally for commercial purposes each year 1999-2008 (133), 

as presented in the petition. The main types of lion specimens traded for commercial 

purposes were bones (586, 43.6%), derivatives (201, 15%) and skeletons (178, 13.2%); this is 

quite different from 1999-2008 when claws, trophies, and skins were the most commonly 

traded lion parts for commercial purposes. The main importing countries of lion parts for 

commercial purposes from 2009-2011 were Lao PDR (895, 66.6%), United States (228, 17%) 

and Vietnam (74, 5.5%) (Table 14); while the United States was the country that imported 

the most lion parts for commercial purposes from 1999-2008, due to significant recent 

increases in trade by Lao PDR, the U.S. was the second largest importer from 2009-2011.  

Similarly, while South Africa and Germany rounded out the top three importing countries 

in 1999-2008, now Vietnam is a top importing country. The main exporting countries of lion 

parts for commercial purposes in 2009-2011 were South Africa (935, 76.3%), China (200, 

16.3%) and Botswana (16, 1.3%) (Table 15); South Africa and Botswana were the among the 

top three exporting countries in 1999-2008, but Zimbabwe was the largest exporter and now 

is missing from the top three and now China is among the top three. The entry of Asian 

countries into the international trade in lion parts is believed to be related to the use of lion 

parts for medicinal purposes (see Wine Searcher 2012), and these sudden spikes in imports 

to Lao PDR and Vietnam show the importance of the U.S. taking a proactive approach 

(through an endangered listing) to prevent a similar outcome domestically. 

 

International Trade in Lions and Their Parts from Wild Sources and for “Commercial” 

Purposes 

 

Between 2009-2011, 343 lion specimens from wild sources were traded internationally for 

commercial purposes; this represents 91 wild lions (adding skins (46), trophies (38), bodies 

(5) and live (2) (Table 16)).  This averages 30 wild lions per year, which is less than the 

average number of wild lions traded internationally for commercial purposes each year 
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1999-2008 (104), as presented in the petition. The main types of wild-source lion specimens 

traded for commercial purposes were bones (229, 66.8%), skins (46, 13.4%) and trophies (38, 

11.1%); claws, trophies and skins were the most commonly traded wild-source lion parts for 

commercial purposes in 1999-2008; the inclusion of bones in the 2009-2011 data is new. The 

main importing countries of wild-source lion parts for commercial purposes were Lao PDR 

(239, 69.7%), United States (18, 5.2%) and China (17, 5%) (Table 17); while the United 

States was the top importer of wild-sourced lion parts for commercial purposes 1999-2008, 

due to the significant increase in trade to Lao PDR, the U.S. was the second largest 

importer in the last several years; China also did not appear in the top three importing 

countries in 1999-2008. The shift in the type of wild-source lion specimens most commonly 

traded to bones, and the inclusion of Lao PDR and China in the top importing countries 

reflects the growing use of lion bones in traditional Asian medicine. The main exporting 

countries of wild-source lion parts for commercial purposes were South Africa (305, 85.2%), 

Botswana (16, 4.5%) and Spain (10, 3%) (Table 18); these are similar to 1999-2008, with the 

exception of Spain. 

 

In sum, the most recent international trade data confirms that African lions are 

endangered by unsustainable trade, both for hunting trophies and commercial trade in 

parts, and the United States plays an extremely significant role in this trade.  By listing the 

African lion as endangered, the U.S. can substantially benefit lion conservation by limiting 

international trade of lion specimens to instances where the survival of the subspecies is 

actually enhanced. 

 

 (3) Disease or predation 

 

As explained in detail in our petition, diseases such as canine distemper virus (CDV), feline 

immunodeficiency virus and bovine tuberculosis are a threat to the continued existence of 

the African lion (see, e.g., Roelke et al. 2009).  Recently, Maas et al. (2012) called for long-

term research into the interactions of pathogens affecting lions, especially in populations 

responding to severe environmental perturbation – for example, the interaction between 

bovine tuberculosis and feline immunodeficiency virus may become more important when 

lions are under additional stress. Thus, disease continues to be a threat to the continued 

existence of this subspecies. 

 

(4) Inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms 

 

As explained in detail in our petition, the conservation, management and protection of the 

African lion is addressed either directly or by inference in several international treaties and 

regional agreements as well as by national laws and regulations of many African lion range 

States. However, these regulatory mechanisms and/or their implementation and 

enforcement are inadequate to address existing threats to the survival of the African lion.  
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Recent evidence confirms this assessment, and the subspecies must be listed as endangered 

based on this factor. 

 

International Laws and Agreements: CITES 

 

As explained in our petition, the African lion is listed on Appendix II of the Convention on 

International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES). Most African 

lion range States are Parties to CITES. In order for African lion range States that are 

CITES Parties to issue a CITES export permit, the exporting country must find that the 

export is not detrimental to the survival of the species (CITES Article IV). Nonetheless, as 

explained in the petition, exporting countries are providing CITES export permits for 

African lions exported from countries where hunting is not sustainable, a violation of 

Article IV of the Convention, and many of these African lions are imported to the United 

States. Since we submitted the petition, CITES has not taken steps to improve 

implementation of the Convention in regards to exports of African lions from lion range 

States. 

 

Also, as explained in the petition, most African lion range States that export lion parts do 

not have national legislation necessary to fully implement the Convention. The petition 

specifically references the inadequate legislation of the major African lion exporting 

countries of South Africa, Tanzania, Mozambique, Botswana, and Zambia. To date, none of 

these countries have CITES-implementing legislation (CITES Secretariat 2012). In fact, 

only four countries that export African lions have CITES-implementing legislation; these 

are Cameroon, Ethiopia, Namibia, and Zimbabwe (CITES Secretariat 2012), and as noted 

above these countries are not the primary exporters of lion trophies and parts. 

 

National Laws and Regulations 

 

As explained in the petition, given the decline in the African lion population size and 

continuing restriction of its distribution, it is clear that national laws and regulations in 

African countries are inadequate, or are being inadequately implemented and enforced.  

 

In 2005 and 2006, regional lion conservation strategies were adopted by lion range States. 

However, Riggio et al. (2012) notes with concern that the strategies had “poor follow-up” 

and need an “urgent update”. As a result, Riggio et al. states that rapidly declining 

populations of many large mammals in West, Central and East Africa as well as in some 

parts of Southern Africa may “quickly invalidate any estimates and may make some of the 

assumptions of the regional lion conservation strategies redundant” (Riggio et al. 2012). 

Indeed, recent lion field surveys in West and Central Africa revealed that the information 

on lion distribution used for conservation strategies “is either out of date or was not very 

accurate in the first place” (Riggio et al. 2012).  
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In particular, it has been acknowledged that best management practices for trophy hunting 

have yet to be fully incorporated into existing regulations in many countries (Packer et al. 

2011) and that trade in trophies is not adequately regulated by national laws, regional 

agreements, or international laws (IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group 2006a). Regarding 

trophy hunting, Riggio et al. (2012) state, “while user-communities express the desire to 

manage lions sustainably, achieving that for any long-lived species is problematic”. 

 

As explained in our petition, Tanzania is the country where most wild African lions exist 

and where most wild-source lions in international trade originate. Despite a number of laws 

regarding lion trophy hunting in Tanzania, poorly regulated trophy hunting appears to 

have been the primary driver of the decline in lion abundance in Tanzania’s hunting areas 

(Packer et al. 2011) and is thought to be negatively affecting lion populations in adjacent 

National Parks (Packer et al. 2011). Numerous recommendations made by lion experts for 

improving Tanzania’s lion trophy hunting regulations have yet to be implemented by the 

government, including reduced quotas and mandatory minimum-age kills with independent 

age verification and subsequent bans on the export of under-age trophies (Packer et al. 

2011). 

 

Indeed, corruption continues to plague the hunting industry in Tanzania.  The country’s 

Minister for Natural Resources and Tourism, Ambassador Khamis Kagasheki, recently 

expressed condemnation for the ongoing problem of hunters bribing officials at the Ministry 

to sidestep procedures in order to hasten their applications. He continued by stating that 

“corruption started with rich hunters who would entice some officials to evade laid down 

regulations” and that “legislation on hunting blocks allocation is bad and must be revisited” 

(Tanzania Daily News 2012).  However, revisiting legislation is a major challenge because 

senior officials and elected politicians will likely resist changes to the status quo given the 

wealth they accrue from current practices in recreational hunting (Leader-Williams 2009). 

According to Sachedina, “[h]unting concessions are granted purely based on Wildlife 

Division discretion with no public tenders or auctions” and outfitters are believed to 

influence the process (Sachedina 2008). In fact, Sachedina goes as far as to say the hunting 

industry is “non-transparent and controlled by powerful cartels” (Sachedina 2008). 

Moreover, this non-transparent industry does not result in benefits to local communities. In 

practice, hunting benefits have instead been centralized into the hands of elites (Nelson et 

al. 2007). Leader-Williams states that reform will be slow with an industry that is 

characterized by “endemic and systemic corruption” (Leader-Williams 2009).   

  

In a recent paper, Becker et al. (2013) found that lion populations in three National Parks 

in Zambia were “male-depleted” as a result of unsustainable male-only trophy hunting in 

areas adjacent to the Park. Using modeling, Becker et al. predicted that instituting age 

limits on male harvests with quota reductions would reduce male depletion and slightly 

increase population size. Becker et al. concluded that “the intensive research and 

monitoring programs that have been newly implemented in Zambia, coupled with increased 
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anti-poaching efforts, have the potential to support the maintenance of viable populations of 

an extremely important species for a developing country increasingly interested in 

promoting its wildlife resources” (emphasis added). Nonetheless, Zambia “permanently” 

banned lion and leopard hunting in 2013 (The Guardian 2013).  

 

According to an account of a stakeholders meeting held on 10 January 2013 in Lusaka, the 

ban was instituted to allow for population surveys and “to review policies and institutional 

framework of the structures responsible for wildlife management with a view to 

engendering transparency and accountability in the overall management and direction of 

this tourism subsector” (Professional Hunters Association of South Africa 2013). In 

announcing the ban, Zambia’s Tourism and Arts Minister Sylvia Masebo reportedly said 

that big cat numbers were too low to have a sustainable hunting industry and that "tourists 

come to Zambia to see the lion and if we lose the lion we will be killing our tourism 

industry" (The Guardian 2013). Minister Masebo also reportedly said that “the estimated 

$3m (£1.9m) Zambia earned a year from safari hunting was too little to merit the continued 

depletion of wildlife” (The Guardian 2013). The announcement of Zambia’s hunting ban 

followed a December 31, 2012, shake-up in the Zambia Wildlife Authority wherein Minister 

Masebo fired the director general and four other senior officials for corrupt practices in 

awarding hunting concessions (Times of Zambia 2012).  

 

Similarly, on November 5, 2012, the President of Botswana, Lieutenant General Ian 

Khama, announced in his State of the Nation address that trophy hunting would no longer 

be allowed in Botswana beginning in 2014 (Michler 2012, Wildlife Extra 2012). The 

environment ministry reportedly explained, “the shooting of wild game purely for sport and 

trophies is no longer compatible with our commitment to preserve local fauna as a national 

treasure, which should be treated as such" (Wildlife Extra 2012). Even though in Botswana 

lion hunts bring in $29,000/lion, the government is still pushing ahead with a hunting ban, 

reportedly turning hunting areas into photographic areas.   

 

Some have criticized lion hunting bans. Lindsey et al. (2012) assessed the financial viability 

of lion trophy hunting in five countries and concluded that if lion hunting was effectively 

precluded, trophy hunting could potentially become financially unviable across at least 

59,538 km2. Lindsey et al. (2012) claimed that this, in turn, could result in loss of habitat, 

reduced “competitiveness of wildlife-based land uses relative to ecologically unfavorable 

alternatives”, reduced tolerance for lions “among communities where local people benefit 

from trophy hunting”, and reduced “funds available for anti-poaching”. 

 

However, Campbell (2012) examined the results presented by Lindsey et al. (2012) and 

pointed out that, according to data presented in the Lindsey et al. paper, 44% of lion 

hunting areas in the analysis were already financially unviable and that stopping lion 

hunting in the remainder amounts to a reduction in financially viable hunting areas of only 

16%. Furthermore, using data in the Lindsey et al. paper, Campbell found that 92% of lion 
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hunting areas in Mozambique are financially unviable, 67% in Namibia and Zambia, 44% 

in Zimbabwe and 19% in Tanzania. Campbell concluded that Lindsey et al.’s results 

indicate that lion hunting areas are “already largely financially unviable and that 

comparatively small changes in financial viability occur under different hunting scenarios”. 

Campbell also found that Lindsey et al. did not consider trophy business marketing costs, 

overestimated access to credit, underestimated interest rates, did not consider the 

possibility that lion hunts would be substituted with hunts for other animals, and did not 

consider trophy hunting businesses’ generally inferior rates of return. On this last point, 

Campbell stated that since 44% lion hunting areas are financially unviable, clearly 

financial viability is not a requirement of lion trophy hunting businesses. Finally, Campbell 

found that several of the wider conclusions of Lindsey et al. were entirely unsubstantiated, 

such as how loss of financial viability might result in loss of lion or reduced community 

tolerance of lions, stating that the paper did not study these topics and does not add to our 

understanding of them. 

 

The best available scientific evidence shows that trophy hunting threatens the continued 

existence of Africa’s lions and is an ineffective strategy to enhance the survival of wild lions.  

 

(5) Other natural or manmade factors affecting its existence 

 

As discussed in our petition, the social structure of African lion prides make this subspecies 

particularly vulnerable to the threat of trophy hunting. Male lions are disproportionately 

affected by trophy hunting and this has a severe negative effect on population dynamics 

and lion conservation.  A new study discusses how the removal of male lions through trophy 

hunting also decreases income from safari tourism (Becker et al. 2013). Becker concludes 

that in Zambia “observed population structure was likely due to high rates of adult male 

loss and that instituting age limits on male harvests with quota reductions would reduce 

male depletion, improve tourism by providing older and more abundant males, and slightly 

increase population size. Reducing male mortality from wire snare poaching would also 

result in similar demographic impacts, and in concert with changes in hunting regulations 

would substantially improve the quality and quantity of adult male lions” (Becker et al. 

2013).  Thus, an endangered listing under the ESA that would generally prohibit import of 

trophies, and help reduce international trade in adult male lions and lion parts, would have 

beneficial impacts to lion population structure.   

 

Conclusion 

 

Due to the increasingly robust scientific record demonstrating African lion population 

decline, continuing restriction of lion distribution due to habitat loss, and the fact that lions 

continue to be adversely affected by international trade, we strongly urge the Service to list 

the African lion as an endangered subspecies pursuant to the federal Endangered Species 

Act. The petition we submitted in March 2011, and these comments in response to the 
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Service’s 90-day finding, demonstrate that the African lion meets the statutory criteria for 

an endangered listing under the ESA as it is currently in “danger of extinction throughout 

all or a significant portion of its range.” The best scientific and commercial data available 

clearly demonstrates that all five listing factors (16 U.S.C. § 1533(a)(1)(A-E)) are implicated 

in the case of the African lion subspecies. In fact, new science shows that African lions 

continue to face a multitude of threats, from unsustainable international trade in trophies, 

to habitat loss; disease to retaliatory killings; and loss of natural prey to commercial trade 

in parts. As such, the Service is required to list this subspecies as endangered throughout 

its range. 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6).  

 

Furthermore, an examination into the efforts of the range countries to manage this 

subspecies, whether by predator control techniques, protection of habitat and food supply or 

other conservation practices, shows that current regulatory measures are inadequate to 

prevent the decline of the African lion. As such, the future security and viability of the 

African lion remains uncertain. As the United States is the one of the world’s largest 

importers of African lions and their parts (and the largest importer of hunting trophies), it 

is only fitting that the United States must, through the Service’s leadership, play a primary 

role in the effort to save the African lion.  Listing the African lion subspecies as endangered 

is a necessary step towards saving this iconic animal.  

 

 

We look forward to the expeditious conclusion of this status review and are willing to assist 

the Service in any way possible. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
 

Teresa M. Telecky, Ph.D. 

Director, Wildlife Department 

Humane Society International 

 

 

Enclosures  
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APPENDIX  

Table 1: International trade in lions and their parts from all sources and for all purposes. 

 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports”, all sources, all purposes. 
Data for 2009-10, obtained on 2 February 2012 
Data for 2011, obtained on 3 January 2013 
 
Table 2: International trade in lions and their parts from all sources and for all purposes: 
Importing countries. 
 
Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AD 0 2 0 2 
AE 57 44 43 144 
AG 0 6 0 6 
AI 0 2 0 2 
AM 0 4 2 6 
AR 3 3 0 6 
AT 15 31 26 72 
AU 39 16 17 72 
AZ 11 2 0 13 
BE 16 13 1 30 
BG 4 15 4 23 
BH 0 5 0 5 
BR 0 3 0 3 
BS 1 2 0 3 
BW 1 3 0 4 

Term 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
bodies    92 42 8 142 
bones    440 638 11 1089 
carvings    0 6 0 6 
claws    107 304 87 498 
derivatives 203 8 2 213 
feet    6 8 1 15 
garments    9 4 3 16 
hair    5 7 0 12 
leather products  3 0 0 3 
legs 2 0 0 2 
live    169 273 142 584 
skeletons    5 101 0 106 
skin pieces    4 1 0 5 
skins    144 109 68 321 
skulls    154 59 36 249 
specimens    413 450 1095 1958 
teeth    4 133 54 191 
trophies    557 421 661 1639 
unspecified    0 1 0 1 
Grand  Total  2317 2565 2168 7050 
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BY 4 4 0 8 
BZ 2 0 0 2 
CA 52 55 7 114 
CD 0 15 0 15 
CH 6 15 5 26 
CL 0 0 1 1 
CM 0 2 0 2 
CN 107 51 2 160 
CY 0 1 2 3 
CZ 20 16 22 58 
DE 99 81 124 304 
DK 26 17 19 62 
DZ 4 2 0 6 
EE 0 1 3 4 
EG 8 12 14 34 
ES 234 51 68 353 
FI 21 7 3 31 
FR 95 172 26 293 
GB 6 7 5 18 
GE 1 3 0 4 
GM 0 1 0 1 
GR 0 1 0 1 
GT 4 8 1 13 
HK 2 7 0 9 
HN 0 18 0 18 
HR 9 4 0 13 
HU 16 25 4 45 
ID 10 0 3 13 
IL 1 0 0 1 
IN 8 0 0 8 
IR 5 1 2 8 
IS 1 0 0 1 
IT 20 8 8 36 
JO 0 2 1 3 
JP 0 21 3 24 
KE 1 2 0 3 
KP 0 2 0 2 
KR 0 1 3 4 
KW 13 2 0 15 
KZ 5 1 7 13 
LA 336 819 0 1155 
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LB 14 9 2 25 
LK 2 0 0 2 
LT 1 6 0 7 
LU 2 4 0 6 
LV 3 0 10 13 
LY 0 2 0 2 
MA 2 1 1 4 
MC 0 28 10 38 
MD 1 0 0 1 
MK 1 0 0 1 
MM 0 7 0 7 
MU 4 8 0 12 
MW 2 3 0 5 
MX 36 23 35 94 
MY 1 0 0 1 
MZ 11 0 0 11 
NA 9 0 0 9 
NC 2 0 0 2 
NE 2 0 0 2 
NG 0 0 4 4 
NL 200 18 142 360 
NO 16 57 21 94 
NZ 5 171 0 176 
OM 0 0 4 4 
PA 1 3 0 4 
PH 1 5 4 10 
PK 10 7 2 19 
PL 18 6 79 103 
PR 0 1 0 1 
PT 12 4 4 20 
PY 0 5 7 12 
QA 4 3 13 20 
RE 1 1 0 2 
RO 4 4 2 10 
RS 2 0 0 2 
RU 78 53 6 137 
SA 2 2 1 5 
SE 6 13 18 37 
SG 3 2 2 7 
SI 2 1 1 4 
SK 2 14 9 25 



19 
 

SL 0 1 0 1 
SV 0 4 0 4 
SY 0 6 7 13 
SZ 3 2 0 5 
TH 5 17 0 22 
TM 0 3 0 3 
TR 19 5 5 29 
TT 0 3 0 3 
TZ 4 8 0 12 
UA 11 12 11 34 
UG 4 0 0 4 
US 1308 934 1471 3713 
UZ 0 1 0 1 
VE 2 0 1 3 
VG 2 0 0 2 
VN 24 59 0 83 
XX 10 15 4 29 
ZA 101 65 6 172 
ZM 5 23 0 28 
ZW 0 4 0 4 
Grand Total 3221 3209 2308 8738 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” for all  purposes, all sources 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 26 January 2012 
 
Table 3: International trade in lions and their parts from all sources and for all purposes: 
Exporting countries. 
  

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AD 0 0 2 2 
AE 42 0 0 42 
AR 4 4 1 9 
AT 5 0 0 5 
BA 0 0 4 4 
BE 0 1 9 10 
BF 16 10 0 26 
BG 4 0 1 5 
BH 1 0 4 5 
BJ 0 9 4 13 
BO 0 4 25 29 
BW 39 28 60 127 
BY 3 0 8 11 
BZ 2 0 0 2 
CA 3 5 0 8 



20 
 

CD 6 0 0 6 
CF 22 26 2 50 
CH 0 143 3 146 
CL 1 0 0 1 
CM 12 1 6 19 
CN 201 15 2 218 
CS 0 1 0 1 
CZ 1 4 0 5 
DE 3 13 7 23 
DK 0 0 5 5 
DZ 0 0 4 4 
EG 6 0 0 6 
ET 0 2 0 2 
FR 2 5 3 10 
GB 3 10 1 14 
GH 2 0 0 2 
GT 2 0 0 2 
IT 6 0 1 7 
JO 0 7 0 7 
KE 320 171 159 650 
KG 0 1 7 8 
KW 8 2 0 10 
KZ 4 0 0 4 
LT 2 0 0 2 
MA 0 37 6 43 
MW 2 0 0 2 
MX 3 0 1 4 
MY 1 0 0 1 
MZ 10 36 10 56 
NA 26 47 82 155 
NG 0 0 3 3 
NL 3 0 8 11 
NO 1 0 1 2 
NZ 0 1 3 4 
PA 0 0 3 3 
PT 0 8 0 8 
PY 0 3 0 3 
QA 0 1 0 1 
RO 18 8 0 26 
RS 4 2 0 6 
SA 1 0 0 1 
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UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” for all  purposes, all sources 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 26 January 2012 
 

Table 4: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for all purposes. 

Term 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
bodies 10 7 2 19 
bone pieces 0 1 0 1 
bones 20 274 8 302 
claws 67 16 43 126 
derivatives 3 8 0 11 
feet 2 6 1 9 
garments 9 1 1 11 
hair 5 7 0 12 
leather products 3 0 0 3 
legs 2 0 0 2 
live 26 76 21 123 
skin pieces 4 1 0 5 
skins 129 92 32 253 
skulls 128 92 32 252 
specimens 371 438 334 1143 
teeth 0 12 44 56 
trophies 272 647 447 1366 
unspecified 0 1 0 1 
Grand Total 1051 1679 965 3695 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports”, wild sources, all purposes. 

SD 2 8 2 12 
SV 0 33 0 33 
SY 2 0 0 2 
SZ 3 0 1 4 
TH 0 2 0 2 
TN 4 0 0 4 
TR 0 6 0 6 
TZ 299 229 179 707 
UA 27 0 0 27 
US 3 10 3 16 
UY 2 0 0 2 
UZ 2 4 0 6 
XX 6 0 8 14 
ZA 1677 1471 1315 4463 
ZM 68 189 183 440 
ZW 77 73 46 196 
Grand Total 2961 2630 2172 7763 
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Data for 2009-10, obtained on 2 February 2012 
Data for 2011, obtained on 3 January 2013 
 
Table 5: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for all purposes: 
Importing countries. 
 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AE 2 7 6 15 
AG 0 4 0 4 
AR 0 3 0 3 
AT 7 17 22 46 
AU 29 10 17 56 
AZ 2 1 0 3 
BE 9 3 1 13 
BG 1 4 3 8 
BS 1 2 0 3 
CA 17 40 6 63 
CH 0 0 2 2 
CL 0 0 1 1 
CM 0 1 0 1 
CN 33 51 0 84 
CY 0 1 0 1 
CZ 2 14 3 19 
DE 37 17 104 158 
DK 18 12 9 39 
ES 73 32 25 130 
FI 8 5 3 16 
FR 79 164 6 249 
GB 3 4 5 12 
GM 0 1 0 1 
GR 0 1 0 1 
HK 1 0 0 1 
HN 0 18 0 18 
HR 1 1 0 2 
HU 10 5 4 19 
ID 4 0 0 4 
IL 1 0 0 1 
IN 8 0 0 8 
IR 5 1 0 6 
IT 17 10 2 29 
JP 0 7 2 9 
KR 0 0 1 1 
KW 3 2 0 5 
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KZ 2 1 7 10 
LA 0 240 0 240 
LB 5 7 1 13 
LK 2 0 0 2 
LT 0 1 0 1 
LU 2 4 0 6 
MA 2 0 1 3 
MX 23 34 18 75 
MZ 11 0 0 11 
NC 2 0 0 2 
NE 2 0 0 2 
NL 200 15 141 356 
NO 1 29 1 31 
NZ 5 4 0 9 
PA 1 3 0 4 
PH 0 1 0 1 
PK 2 0 2 4 
PL 5 6 6 17 
PT 8 3 4 15 
PY 0 0 7 7 
QA 3 0 7 10 
RO 3 0 0 3 
RS 2 0 0 2 
RU 16 24 5 45 
SA 0 1 1 2 
SE 4 11 18 33 
SG 3 0 0 3 
SI 2 1 1 4 
SK 0 1 9 10 
SL 0 1 0 1 
SY 0 4 0 4 
SZ 2 2 0 4 
TM 0 1 0 1 
TR 7 0 0 7 
TZ 1 0 0 1 
UA 3 3 0 6 
UG 2 0 0 2 
US 351 785 508 1644 
VE 1 0 0 1 
VG 2 0 0 2 
VN 0 26 0 26 
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XX 4 19 4 27 
ZA 1 0 2 3 
ZM 0 14 0 14 
Grand Total 1051 1679 965 3695 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net  imports” for all  purposes, wild sources 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 26 January 2012 
 

Table 6: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for all purposes: 
Exporting countries. 
 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AD 0 0 2 2 
AE 9 0 0 9 
AR 0 0 1 1 
BF 16 10 0 26 
BJ 0 9 1 10 
BW 39 27 60 126 
CA 2 3 0 5 
CD 3 0 0 3 
CF 22 26 2 50 
CH 1 136 0 137 
CM 12 1 0 13 
DK 0 0 1 1 
ET 0 2 0 2 
FR 0 0 2 2 
GB 1 2 0 3 
GH 2 0 0 2 
IT 0 0 1 1 
KE 320 170 159 649 
KG 0 1 7 8 
MW 2 0 0 2 
MX 1 0 0 1 
MZ 10 36 10 56 
NA 25 46 80 151 
NO 1 0 0 1 
OM 0 0 4 4 
SA 1 0 0 1 
SD 2 6 2 10 
SV 0 37 0 37 
SZ 0 0 1 1 
TZ 299 227 13 539 
US 0 7 4 11 
UY 2 0 0 2 
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UZ 2 4 0 6 
XX 4 0 7 11 
ZA 520 406 328 1254 
ZM 68 191 183 442 
ZW 77 73 45 195 
Grand Total 1441 1420 913 3774 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net  exports” for all  purposes, wild sources 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 26 January 2012 
 

Table 7: International trade in lions and their parts from all sources and for hunting 
trophy purposes. 

Term 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
bodies 39 32 1 72 
bones 436 50 7 493 
claws 26 58 62 146 
derivatives 0 8 2 10 
feet 6 6 0 12 
garments 1 0 2 3 
legs 2 0 0 2 
live 2 17 0 19 
skin pieces 2 1 0 3 
skins 102 80 37 219 
skulls 138 92 30 260 
specimens 0 5 0 5 
teeth 4 38 0 42 
trophies 478 802 623 1903 
Grand Total 1236 1189 764 3189 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” for all  sources, hunting trophy purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 

Table 8: International trade in lions and their parts from all sources for “hunting trophy” 
purposes: Importing countries. 
 
Country  2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AE    2 1 8 11 
AG 0 6 0 6 
AR    3 3 0 6 
AT    14 31 0 45 
AU    6 4 0 10 
BE    12 9 1 22 
BG    4 7 4 15 
BS 1 2 0 3 
CA    38 48 5 91 
CH    1 0 1 2 
CL    0 0 1 1 
CN    72 11 0 83 
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CZ    20 18 22 60 
DE    40 26 44 110 
DK    26 5 12 43 
EE    0 1 3 4 
ES    194 34 50 278 
FI    20 10 3 33 
FR    74 54 6 134 
GB    3 3 2 8 
GT    0 3 0 3 
HK 1 0 0 1 
HR    6 4 0 10 
HU    15 16 3 34 
ID    2 0 0 2 
IR 4 0 0 4 
IS    1 0 0 1 
IT    19 8 2 29 
KR 0 0 1 1 
KW    5 0 0 5 
LA 280 1 0 281 
LB    2 1 0 3 
LT    1 6 0 7 
LU    2 4 0 6 
MW 0 1 0 1 
MX    29 16 33 78 
NL    0 2 0 2 
NO    1 32 16 49 
NZ    0 2 0 2 
PA    1 3 0 4 
PK    8 3 0 11 
PL    15 6 78 99 
PR    0 1 0 1 
PT    12 4 4 20 
QA    1 3 0 4 
RO    4 0 0 4 
RS    2 0 0 2 
RU    53 28 0 81 
SE    6 13 4 23 
SG    3 0 0 3 
SI    1 1 1 3 
SK    2 14 0 16 
SZ    0 2 0 2 
TR    5 3 0 8 
UA    5 4 0 9 
US    831 264 465 1560 
VE    1 0 1 2 
VN    24 26 0 50 
XX    1 8 0 9 
ZA    1 0 2 3 
Grand Total   1874 752 772 3398 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” for “hunting trophy” purposes, all sources. 
Data for 2009-10, obtained on 2 February 2012 
Data for 2011, obtained on 3 January 2013 
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Table 9: International trade in lions and their parts for hunting trophy purposes from all 
sources: Exporting countries.  

Country  2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AD 0 0 1 1 
AE 1 0 0 1 
BF    2 0 0 2 
BJ    0 6 1 7 
BW    3 6 1 10 
CA    2 3 0 5 
CF    22 26 1 49 
CM    12 2 0 14 
DK 0 0 1 1 
ET    0 1 0 1 
IT 0 0 1 1 
MX 1 0 0 1 
MZ    10 11 1 22 
NA    34 14 1 49 
NZ 0 1 0 1 
SA 1 0 0 1 
TZ    291 205 3 499 
UY 1 0 0 1 
ZA    1344 376 7 1727 
ZM    67 7 2 76 
ZW    75 61 3 139 
Grand Total  1866 719 23 2608 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” for “hunting trophy” purposes, all sources. 
Data for 2009-10, obtained on 2 February 2012 
Data for 2011, obtained on 3 January 2013 
 
Table 10: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for hunting 
trophy purposes. 
 

Term 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
bodies 8 1 1 10 
bones 16 45 4 65 
claws 22 26 26 74 
derivatives 0 8 0 8 
feet 2 6 0 8 
garments 1 0 1 2 
legs 2 0 0 2 
live 2 0 0 2 
skin pieces 2 1 0 3 
skins 99 64 11 174 
skulls 114 82 29 225 
specimens 0 5 0 5 
teeth 0 10 0 10 
trophies 204 243 428 875 
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Grand Total 472 491 500 1463 
UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” for wild sources, hunting trophy purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 
 

Table 11: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for hunting 
trophy purposes: Importing countries 

 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AE 2 1 3 6 
AG 0 4 0 4 
AR 0 3 0 3 
AT 6 7 4 17 
AU 3 2 0 5 
BE 7 3 1 11 
BG 1 4 3 8 
BS 1 2 0 3 
CA 16 39 5 60 
CH 0 0 1 1 
CL 0 0 1 1 
CN 0 7 0 7 
CZ 2 11 3 16 
DE 25 16 40 81 
DK 18 13 9 40 
ES 55 38 22 115 
FI 7 10 3 20 
FR 62 41 6 109 
GB 2 2 2 6 
HR 0 1 0 1 
HU 9 4 3 16 
ID 1 0 0 1 
IR 4 0 0 4 
IT 16 10 2 28 
KR 0 0 1 1 
KW 3 0 0 3 
LA 0 1 0 1 
LB 2 1 0 3 
LT 0 1 0 1 
LU 2 4 0 6 
MX 23 28 17 68 
NO 1 29 1 31 
NZ 0 2 0 2 
PA 1 3 0 4 
PH 0 1 0 1 
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PK 2 0 0 2 
PL 5 6 6 17 
PT 8 3 4 15 
RO 3 0 0 3 
RS 2 0 0 2 
RU 12 16 0 28 
SE 4 11 4 19 
SG 3 0 0 3 
SI 1 1 1 3 
SK 0 1 0 1 
SZ 0 2 0 2 
TR 5 0 0 5 
UA 3 0 0 3 
US 141 136 355 632 
VG 2 0 0 2 
VN 0 26 0 26 
XX 1 0 2 3 
ZA 11 1 1 13 
Grand Total 472 491 500 1463 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” for wild sources, hunting trophy purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 
 
Table 12:  International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for hunting 
trophy purposes: Exporting countries. 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AD 0 0 2 2 
AE 1 0 0 1 
BF 2 0 0 2 
BJ 0 6 1 7 
BW 3 6 2 11 
CA 2 3 0 5 
CF 22 26 2 50 
CH 1 0 0 1 
CM 12 2 0 14 
DK 0 0 1 1 
ET 0 1 0 1 
IT 0 0 1 1 
MX 1 0 0 1 
MZ 35 11 10 56 
NA 35 15 9 59 
NZ 0 1 0 1 
SA 1 0 0 1 
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TZ 291 225 62 578 
UY 1 0 0 1 
ZA 357 419 311 1087 
ZM 67 8 52 127 
ZW 75 61 45 181 
Grand Total 906 784 498 2188 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” for wild sources, hunting trophy purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 
 
Table 13: International trade in lions and their parts for commercial purposes and from all 
sources. 

Term 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
bodies    2 7 4 13 
bones    0 586 0 586 
claws    12 54 0 66 
derivatives 200 1 0 201 
feet    0 2 0 2 
garments 8 2 0 10 
live    5 20 11 36 
skeletons 5 173 0 178 
skins    0 0 15 15 
skulls    21 15 4 40 
specimens    2 7 0 9 
teeth    0 93 6 99 
trophies    21 65 3 89 
Grand Total   276 1025 43 1344 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” for “commercial” purposes, all sources. 
Data for 2009-10, obtained on 2 February 2012 
Data for 2011 obtained January 8, 2013 
 
Table 14: International trade in lions and their parts for commercial purposes and from all 
sources: Importing countries. 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AT    0 0 9 9 
AU    2 0 0 2 
BE    1 4 0 5 
BW    0 1 0 1 
CA    1 1 2 4 
CH    1 0 1 2 
CN    12 5 1 18 
DE    6 9 5 20 
DK    0 2 0 2 
ES    16 0 0 16 
FR    1 1 6 8 
GB    1 0 0 1 
GT 0 0 1 1 
HK    1 7 0 8 
IR    0 0 2 2 
JO 0 2 0 2 
JP    0 0 1 1 



31 
 

KR    0 0 2 2 
LA 5 890 0 895 
LB    0 1 1 2 
LY 0 2 0 2 
MX    3 1 0 4 
NA    7 0 0 7 
PK    0 4 0 4 
RU    0 1 0 1 
SA    0 1 0 1 
SZ    2 0 0 2 
TR    0 0 5 5 
UG 2 0 0 2 
US    214 7 7 228 
VE    1 0 0 1 
VN 0 74 0 74 
ZA    0 4 0 4 
ZM    0 7 0 7 
Grand Total  276 1024 43 1343 

Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net imports” for “commercial” purposes, all sources. 
Data for 2009-10, obtained on 2 February 2012 
Data for 2011 obtained January 8, 2013 
 
Table 15: International trade in lions and their parts from all sources and for commercial 
purposes: Exporting Countries. 
 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AE 1 0 0 1 
AM 0 1 0 1 
AT 0 1 0 1 
BE 0 0 9 9 
BJ 0 0 3 3 
BW 7 9 0 16 
CA 0 1 0 1 
CH 0 1 0 1 
CM 0 0 6 6 
CN 200 0 0 200 
CZ 0 4 0 4 
DE 3 2 2 7 
ES 0 10 0 10 
ET 0 1 0 1 
FR 1 2 1 4 
GB 1 1 1 3 
JO 0 1 0 1 
KE 0 1 0 1 
LB 1 0 0 1 
MX 0 2 1 3 
NA 0 0 9 9 
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NL 0 0 1 1 
US 0 2 1 3 
UY 1 0 0 1 
ZA 59 867 9 935 
ZM 1 0 0 1 
ZW 1 0 0 1 
Grand Total 276 906 43 1225 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net exports” for all sources, commercial purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 
 

Table 16: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for commercial 
purposes. 
 

Term 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
bodies 2 3 0 5 
bones 0 229 0 229 
claws 12 0 0 12 
derivatives 0 1 0 1 
garments 8 0 0 8 
live 2 0 0 2 
skins 20 16 10 46 
skulls 0 0 2 2 
trophies 21 15 2 38 
Grand Total 65 264 14 343 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net  imports” for wild sources, commercial purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 
 

Table 17: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for commercial 
purposes: Importing countries. 
 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AT 0 0 9 9 
BE 1 0 0 1 
BW 0 1 0 1 
CA 1 1 1 3 
CN 12 5 0 17 
DE 7 0 1 8 
ES 13 0 0 13 
FR 2 1 3 6 
GB 1 0 0 1 
HK 1 0 0 1 
LA 0 239 0 239 
LB 0 1 0 1 
MX 1 1 0 2 
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NA 7 0 0 7 
SA 0 1 0 1 
SZ 2 0 0 2 
UG 2 0 0 2 
US 14 4 0 18 
VE 1 0 0 1 
ZA 0 10 0 10 
Grand Total 65 264 14 343 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net  imports” for wild sources, commercial purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 
 

Table 18: International trade in lions and their parts from wild sources and for commercial 
purposes: Exporting countries. 
 

Country 2009 2010 2011 Totals 
AE 8 0 0 8 
BW 7 9 0 16 
CA 0 1 0 1 
ES 0 10 0 10 
ET 0 1 0 1 
GB 1 1 0 2 
NA 0 0 9 9 
US 1 1 1 3 
UY 1 0 0 1 
ZA 54 246 5 305 
ZM 1 0 0 1 
ZW 1 0 0 1 
Grand Total 74 269 15 358 

UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database searched by “net  exports” for wild sources, commercial purposes 
Data for 2009-11, obtained on 27 January 2012 
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January 27, 2015 

 

Janine Van Norman  

Chief, Branch of Foreign Species 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

5275 Leesburg Pike 

Falls Church, VA 22041–3803. 

 

Re: Comments from Petitioners on the Proposed Rule to List African Lions as 

Threatened with a Special Rule to Regulate Import, Export, Take, and Interstate 

Commerce of the Subspecies (Docket No. FWS–R9–ES–2012–0025) 

 

Dear Chief Van Norman, 

 

On March 1, 2011, the International Fund for Animal Welfare, Humane Society 

International, The Humane Society of the United States, Born Free USA, Born Free 

Foundation, The Fund for Animals (hereinafter “Petitioners”), and Defenders of Wildlife 

petitioned the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (“FWS” or “the Service”) to list the African lion 

(Panthera leo leo) pursuant to the Endangered Species Act (“ESA”, 16 U.S.C. § 1533). The 

petition and additional scientific information made available during the status review 

period and subsequently clearly demonstrate that the African lion is facing extinction 

throughout a significant portion of its range. Fewer than 40,000 African lions exist today, a 

population decrease of at least 48.5 percent over the past 22 years. Furthermore, the 

African lion now occupies only 22 percent of its historic range, and most populations are too 

small and isolated from other populations to be viable. 

 

Recognizing that the subspecies is imperiled because of habitat loss and human-caused 

mortality, on October 29, 2014, the Service published a proposed rule to list African lions as 

threatened. 79 Fed. Reg. 64472. The Service also proposed to issue a special rule that would 

require threatened species permits for otherwise prohibited activities involving the 

subspecies (including import, export, take, and interstate commerce in lions and lion parts). 

Id. See also 50 C.F.R. §§ 17.31, 17.32. Petitioners applaud the Service for taking action to 

protect the only big cat that does not currently receive protection under the ESA, and we 

strongly urge the Service to proceed expeditiously to finalize this proposed regulation to 

promote the conservation of African lions. See 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(6)(A)(i)(I) (providing that 
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the Service shall finalize a proposed listing regulation within one year from the date it is 

published in the Federal Register). 

 

Petitioners hereby submit the following comments on the Service’s finding that listing is 

warranted and the need to strictly implement the ESA permitting system with respect to 

lions. 

 

African Lion Survival is Threatened by Habitat Loss and Overutilization 

 

As discussed in our petition and further below, the best available scientific and commercial 

data make clear that the threats to the continued existence of Panthera leo leo are operative 

and significant, and the Service is thus required to extend ESA protection to African lions. 

See 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b) (the primary purpose of the ESA is to “provide a program for the 

conservation of such endangered species”); 16 U.S.C. § 1532(3) (the term “conservation” 

means “to use…all methods and procedures which are necessary to bring any endangered 

species or threatened species to the point at which the measures provided pursuant to this 

chapter are no longer necessary”).  

 

The ESA requires listing determinations to be made “solely on the basis of the best 

scientific and commercial data available...” 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A). See also New Mexico 

Cattle Growers v. U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, 248 F.3d 1277, 1284-85 (10th Cir. 2001) 

(quoting H.R. Rep. No. 97-567, pt. 1 at 29 (1982), “‘The addition of the word ‘solely’ is 

intended to remove from the process of listing or delisting of species any factor not related 

to the biological status of the species.’”); H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 835, 97th Cong. 2d Sess. 19-20 

(1982) (the limitations on the factors the Service may consider in making listing decisions 

were intended to “ensure that decisions . . . pertaining to listing . . . are based solely upon 

biological criteria and to prevent nonbiological considerations from affecting such 

decisions.”). Thus, potential future economic impacts on the trophy hunting industry caused 

by the listing cannot be considered in evaluating the African lion’s status. 

 

 Habitat Loss is a Threat to African Lion Survival 

 

New studies published since Petitioners filed their January 2013 comments on the Service’s 

90-day finding (77 Fed. Reg. 70727 (Nov. 27, 2012)) further demonstrate the need for the 

Service to regulate otherwise prohibited activities involving African lions.  For example, a 

study by Peterson et al. (2014)1 (which was not cited by FWS in the proposed rule) projected 

the impact of climate change on the distribution of the African lion by using ecological niche 

models combined with climate model scenarios for 2040-2070. The authors found that 

“there is little to inspire optimism regarding the future of lions” and predicted that 

ecological conditions in southern Africa will become less suitable for lions, while those in 

West Africa will become “distinctly less suitable or even uninhabitable”. The authors 

conclude that “investments in conservation of lions are best focused in East African 

reserves that are most likely to be able to sustain populations in the medium term.”  

 

                                                           
1 A. Townsend Peterson, Thomas Radocy, Erin Hall, Julian C. Kerbis Peterhans and Gastone G. 

Celesia (2014). The potential distribution of the Vulnerable African lion Panthera leo in the face of 

changing global climate. Oryx, 48, pp 555-564. doi:10.1017/S0030605312000919.  
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As the Service acknowledged in the proposed rule, the plight of lions in West Africa is 

particularly bleak. Henschel et al. (2014)2 estimate that of 21 protected areas surveyed in 

11 countries in West Africa (Guinea-Bissau, Senegal, Mali, Guinea, Cote d’Ivoire, Ghana, 

Burkina Faso, Togo, Benin, Niger, and Nigeria), only four had lions; three of these 

protected areas had fewer than 50 lions and the only large population had an estimated 356 

lions (range: 246-466). The authors estimate that the total number of lions remaining in 

West Africa is 406 and the range was estimated to be only 1.1% of the historic range in 

West Africa. The authors conclude that the lion has “undergone a catastrophic collapse in 

West Africa”. Thus, in West Africa the lion satisfies the IUCN Red List criteria for a 

“critically endangered” listing because the population is declining, it has fewer than 250 

mature individuals, and more than 90% of individuals are in one population.  

 

Petitioners have argued that this subspecies is in danger of extinction because of habitat 

loss, and the Service has acknowledged that habitat loss is a severe threat throughout the 

African lion’s range; thus, the subspecies must be listed under the ESA based on this factor 

alone.  

 

 Trophy Hunting is a Threat to African Lion Survival 

 

Petitioners agree with the Service’s finding that human-lion conflict (e.g., retaliatory killing 

and loss of prey base) is a serious threat to African lion survival. 79 Fed. Reg. at 64498. But 

the best available scientific evidence further demonstrates that trophy hunting contributes 

to substantial declines in lion populations across African range states, and therefore puts 

the subspecies in danger of extinction. Thus, Petitioners strongly object to the Service’s 

finding that “trophy hunting is not a significant threat to the species.” 79 Fed. Reg. at 

64494.  Such finding is not supported by the administrative record and is contrary to 

multiple peer-reviewed studies, some of which the Service appears to have inexplicably 

ignored in its decision-making.  

 

For example, with the world’s preeminent lion scientist as the lead author, Packer et al. 

(2009)3 and Packer et al. (2010)4 identify trophy hunting as the likely cause of multiple lion 

population declines in Africa. In addition to direct population reduction through lethal take, 

trophy hunting poses a threat to lions because it can weaken a population’s genetic 

constitution (e.g. Allendorf et al. 20085). Because hunters target the biggest and strongest 

males, trophy hunting removes these animals from the breeding pool and unnaturally 

selects for smaller or weaker animals (Allendorf and Hard, 20096). In this way, trophy 

                                                           
2 Henschel, P., Coad, L., Burton, C., Chataigner, B., Dunn, A., MacDonald, D., ... & Hunter, L. T. 

(2014). The lion in West Africa is critically endangered. PloS one, 9(1), e83500. 
3 Packer, C., Kosmala, M., Cooley, H.S., Brink, H., Pintea, L., Garshelis, D., Purchase, G., Strauss, 

M., Swanson, A., Balme, G., Hunter, L., and Nowell, K. (2009). Sport Hunting, Predator Control and 

Conservation of Large Carnivores. PLoS ONE, 4(6): e5941. DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0005941 
4 Packer, C., Brink, H., Kissui, B.M., Maliti, H., Kushnir, H., and Caro, T. (2010) Effects of 

trophy hunting on lion and leopard populations in Tanzania. Conservation Biology, 25, 142–153. 
5 Allendorf, F.W., England, P.R., Luikart, G., Ritchie, P.A., and Ryman, N. (2008). Genetic effects of 

harvest on wild animal populations. Trends in Ecology and Evolution, 23, 327-337. 

doi:10.1016/j.tree.2008.02.008 
6 Allendorf, F.W. and Hard, J.J. (2009). Human-induced evolution caused by unnatural selection 

through harvest of wild animals. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United 

States of America, 106, 9987-9994. 
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hunting can decrease genetic variation, shift the population structure, and cause unnatural 

evolutionary impacts (Allendorf et al., 2008). This effect has already been documented in 

other species. For example, selective hunting likely increased the occurrence of mature 

female African elephants (Loxodonta africana) lacking tusks from 10% to 38% in parts of 

Zambia over 20 years (Jachmann et al. 19957), and recent studies of bighorn sheep suggest 

that horn size and body weight decreased over time as a result of trophy hunting (e.g. 

Coltman et al., 20038; Festa-Bianchet et al., 20139).  

 

With respect to the African lion specifically, several recent studies have identified trophy 

hunting as a threat to the species. Notably, Sogbohossou et al. (2014)10 studied lions in 

Pendjari Biosphere Reserve, Benin, which includes Pendjari National Park, Pendjari 

Hunting Zone, and Konkombri Hunting Zone. The authors concluded that the low lion 

density and small group size found in Pendjari is due to human disturbance and mortality 

through trophy hunting, and infer that this may also be the case in other protected areas in 

West and Central Africa. They also noted that the Pendjari lion hunting quota is three 

times higher than recommended by Packer et al. (2011), and the existing age limit for ‘old 

males’ is not enforced. 

 

Additionally, a new study by Dolrenry et al. (2014)11 (which was not cited by FWS in the 

proposed rule) describe lions as under threat in both Tanzania and Kenya where, despite 

the fact that the countries contain more than half of the remaining lions in Africa, lion 

populations are declining due in part to “overexploitation due to poor management of 

trophy hunting”. The authors state that lion populations in East Africa exist in a 

metapopulation structure in which distinct populations exist in patches with limited 

migration or dispersal. The authors found that males are key to ensuring connectivity and 

occupancy of patches within a metapopulation because they show greater dispersal than 

females. However, the authors warned that “if male lions are not able to disperse from 

stable populations, as may be the case where adult male survival is low, i.e., sport hunting 

areas, this could result in a lower rescue effect for the broader metapopulation, causing an 

increased risk of extinction for local populations.” 

 

Another new study, by Groom et al. (2014)12, which was not cited by FWS in the proposed 

rule, looked at lion population sizes in two areas in Zimbabwe using a direct method of 

counting lions. One of the study areas is a national park (Gonarezhou) surrounded by 

                                                           
7 Jachmann, H., Berry, P.S.M., and Imae, H. (1995). Tusklessness in African Elephants: a future 

trend. African Journal of Ecology, 33, 230-235. DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-2028.1995.tb00800.x 
8 Coltman, D.W., O’Donoghue, P., Jorgenson, J.T., Hogg, J.T., Strobeck, C., and Festa-Bianchet, M. 

(2003). Undesirable evolutionary consequences of trophy hunting. Nature, 426, 655-658. 

doi:10.1038/nature02177 
9 Festa-Bianchet, M., Pelletier, F., Jorgenson, J.T., Feder, C., and Hubbs, A. (2013). Decrease in 

Horn Size and Increase in Age of Trophy Sheep in Alberta Over 37 Years. Journal of Wildlife 

Management, 78, 133-141. 
10 Sogbohossou, E. A., Bauer, H., Loveridge, A., Funston, P. J., De Snoo, G. R., Sinsin, B., & De 

Iongh, H. H. (2014). Social Structure of Lions (Panthera leo) Is Affected by Management in Pendjari 

Biosphere Reserve, Benin. PloS one, 9(1), e84674. 
11 S. Dolrenry, J. Stenglein, L. Hazzah, R.S. Lutz, and L. Frank (2014). A metapopulation approach 

to African lion (Panthera leo) conservation. Plos One 9 (2), e88081. 
12 R.J. Groom, P.J. Funston and R. Mandisodza (2014). Surveys of lions Panthera leo in protected 

areas in Zimbabwe yield disturbing results: what is driving the population collapse? Oryx 2014: 1-9. 
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trophy hunting concessions; in the other area (Tuli) trophy hunting is permitted. The 

authors were able to directly count only ten lions in Gonarezhou and no lions in Tuli. 

However, based on prey density, the authors expected 248 lions to exist in Gonarezhou and 

31 in Tuli. Therefore, lion density estimates were significantly lower using direct count 

methods than using estimates based on prey density. The authors state that previous lion 

population size estimates that relied on prey base, including often-cited papers by 

Chardonnet (2002), Bauer & van der Merwe (2004) and the IUCN Cat Specialist Group 

(2006), may have seriously over-estimated lion population sizes. The authors also concluded 

that the low densities of lions found are due to the collapse of these populations in the past 

because of “unsustainably high trophy hunting within Tuli and in the concessions around 

Gonarezhou …” in addition to other anthropogenic factors. Between 2001 and 2011, the lion 

quota for concessions around Gonarezhou totaled 74 male and 9 female lions, although no 

lions were hunted there since 2009. One Mozambique hunting area adjacent to Gonarezhou 

had a hunting quota of 7 male lions in 2009 which the authors point out was 14 times the 

recommendation for establishing lion hunting quotas. The Tuli area, which is much smaller 

than Gonarezhou, also had a high lion trophy hunting quota over the period of 2000-2009 of 

16 males, which also exceeded the general recommendation; there was no lion hunting 

there in 2010-2011. The authors conclude that ‘hunting has probably had a strong negative 

effect on lion abundance in both reserves.”  

 

Lindsey et al. (2014)13 reviewed the functioning of Zambia’s protected areas and game 

management areas (GMAs, where trophy hunting occurs), but this study was not cited by 

FWS in the proposed rule. The authors found numerous problems that pertain to 

management of trophy hunting (generally, not specific to lions except in one instance) in 

GMAs including: uncontrolled human immigration and open access to wildlife; the Zambia 

Wildlife Authority (ZAWA) retains most of income derived from trophy hunting, little of 

this income goes to people living in GMAs with affluent community members benefiting 

most, and there are frequent financial irregularities associated with the distribution of this 

income; scouts employed in anti-poaching in GMAs are poorly and irregularly paid, 

insufficiently trained and equipped, and inadequate in number; ZAWA is poorly funded, 

has an inadequate number of staff to protect wildlife against poaching (particularly 

‘resurgent’ elephant poaching), has increased hunting quotas to unsustainable levels in 

GMAs in order to raise money (the authors state that ZAWA ‘are sometimes forced to make 

decisions to achieve financial survival at the expense of the wildlife they are mandated to 

conserve’), establishes trophy quotas arbitrarily (the authors note that “quotas of lions have 

been particularly excessive”), and does not monitor wildlife populations or trophies;  and 

hunting concession agreements are not effectively enforced and unscrupulous concession 

operators are not adequately punished.  The authors blame these many failures for the low 

numbers and diversity of wildlife. Of relevance to lions, the authors note that “depressed 

prey populations means that predator populations are almost certainly also occurring well 

below historic densities.” 

                                                           
13 Lindsey, P. A., Nyirenda, V. R., Barnes, J. I., Becker, M. S., McRobb, R., Tambling, C. J., ... & 

t’Sas-Rolfes, M. (2014). Underperformance of African Protected Area Networks and the Case for New 

Conservation Models: Insights from Zambia. PloS one, 9(5), e94109. 
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FWS also does not appear to have considered a new study by Rosenblatt et al. (2014)14 that 

focuses on lions in South Luangwa National Park, Zambia, and associated Game 

Management Areas (GMAs, where trophy hunting occurs) from 2008-2012 (just before a 

hunting ban was instituted in January 2013) and found a declining lion population with low 

recruitment, low sub-adult and adult survivorship, depletion of adult males and an aging 

adult female population. Trophy hunting was the leading cause of death. The authors 

stated that the trophy hunting of male lions from the Park in the GMAs led to the turnover 

of male coalitions within the Park thereby “continually creating open territories and 

weakening established coalitions by removing their members.” The authors looked at other 

possible factors that may have caused severe depletion of males but concluded, “it is 

unlikely that factors other than trophy hunting significantly contributed to the severe male 

depletion”. Regarding their findings on low cub recruitment, the authors further state that 

“infanticide following turnover in male coalitions is well-documented in lions” and 

“increased turnover of male coalitions from trophy hunting is expected to produce the low 

cub recruitment that we observed”). The authors also recognize trophy hunting as one of 

the reasons for the decline of the lion throughout its range. The authors support 

continuation of the hunting ban to “at least 2016” to allow for recovery. Thereafter, they 

recommend substantially reduced quotas, age-limits, and effective trophy monitoring.  

Regarding the hunting ban, Zambia is considered to have one of the eight remaining lion 

strongholds and has a National Conservation Strategy and Action Plan for the Lion, 

published in 2009, the intent of which is to establish science-based policy. However, Zambia 

banned lion trophy hunting in January 2013 due to concerns over excessive quotas, 

mismanagement, lion declines and lack of scientific data (see: 

http://www.reuters.com/article/2013/01/10/uk-zambia-hunting-ban-

idUSLNE90900T20130110 ).  

 

Lion scientists have produced a steady drumbeat of warnings that trophy hunting across 

African range states is unsustainable and is a threat to survival of the species: 

 

African Continent: 

 Rosenblatt (2014): “…overharvesting of lions has been well-documented throughout 

Africa”, recognize trophy hunting as one of the reasons for the decline of the lion 

throughout its range.   

 Hunter et al. (2014): “there is considerable scientific evidence of negative population 

impacts associated with poorly-managed trophy hunting of lions.” The authors state 

“there have been documented negative impact on lion populations resulting from 

trophy hunting” and call for lion trophy hunting reform. 

 Lindsey et al. (2013) stated that, regarding the recent decline of lion populations, 

“Most of the factors that contribute to this decline are now well understood, although 

evidence of the impacts of trophy hunting on lions has only emerged relatively 

recently.” The authors also state, “lion quotas remain higher than the 0.5/1,000 km2 

recommended by [Packer et al. (2011)] in all countries except Mozambique” and “in 

all countries where data are available, harvests appear too high in a proportion of 

hunting blocks.” 

                                                           
14 Rosenblatt, E., Becker, M. S., Creel, S., Droge, E., Mweetwa, T., Schuette, P. A., ... & Mwape, H. 

(2014). Detecting declines of apex carnivores and evaluating their causes: An example with Zambian 

lions. Biological Conservation, 180, 176-186. 

http://www.reuters.com/article/2013/01/10/uk-zambia-hunting-ban-idUSLNE90900T20130110
http://www.reuters.com/article/2013/01/10/uk-zambia-hunting-ban-idUSLNE90900T20130110
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Zambia: 

 Rosenblatt et al. (2014): found a declining lion population in South Luangwa 

National Park with low recruitment, low sub-adult and adult survivorship, depletion 

of adult males and an aging adult female population and attributed this to the 

“severe male depletion” caused by trophy hunting. 

 Lindsey et al. (2014): numerous problems identified with trophy hunting in Zambia 

including that the Zambia Wildlife Authority establishes trophy quotas arbitrarily 

and “quotas of lions have been particularly excessive”.  

 Lindsey et al. (2013): “Excessive offtake from trophy hunting also lowered 

population density of lions and altered sex-ratios of lions in Hwange National Park, 

Zimbabwe, South Luangwa, Kafue and Lower Zambezi national parks in Zambia, 

and the Bénoué Complex in Cameroon.” The authors also said that mean lion 

harvests are higher than Packer et al. (2011) 0.5/1,000 km2 threshold in Zambia. 

Tanzania: 

 Dolrenry et al. (2014): populations in Tanzania are declining in part due to 

“overexploitation due to poor management of trophy hunting”. 

 Lindsey et al. (2013): “Trophy hunting has contributed to population declines outside 

(and inside some) protected areas in Tanzania, a country that holds between 30-50% 

of Africa’s lion.” 

Zimbabwe: 

 Groom et al. (2014): the low densities of lion populations in Gonarezhou National 

Park and trophy hunting concessions in Tuli are due to the collapse of these 

populations in the past due to “unsustainably high trophy hunting within Tuli and 

in the concessions around Gonarezhou ….” The authors concluded, “hunting has 

probably had a strong negative effect on lion abundance in both reserves.” 

 Lindsey et al. (2013): “Excessive offtake from trophy hunting also lowered 

population density of lions and altered sex-ratios of lions in Hwange National Park, 

Zimbabwe, South Luangwa, Kafue and Lower Zambezi national parks in Zambia, 

and the Bénoué Complex in Cameroon.” 

 Lindsey et al. (2013): mean lion harvests are higher than Packer et al. (2011) 

0.5/1,000 km2 threshold in Zimbabwe. 

Namibia: 

 Lindsey et al. (2013): mean lion harvests are higher than Packer et al. (2011) 

0.5/1,000 km2 threshold in Namibia. 

Cameroon: 

 Lindsey et al. (2013): “Excessive offtake from trophy hunting also lowered 

population density of lions and altered sex-ratios of lions in Hwange National Park, 

Zimbabwe, South Luangwa, Kafue and Lower Zambezi national parks in Zambia, 

and the Bénoué Complex in Cameroon.” 

Burkina Faso: 

 Lindsey et al. (2013): mean lion harvests are higher than Packer et al. (2011) 

0.5/1,000 km2 threshold in Burkina Faso. 

Benin: 
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 Sogbohossou et al. (2014): the low lion density and small group size found in 

Pendjari  Biosphere Reserve in Benin is due to human disturbance and mortality 

through trophy hunting, the Pendjari lion hunting quota is three times higher than 

recommended by Packer et al. (2011), and the existing age limit for ‘old males’ is not 

enforced. 

Instead of heeding these warnings, the Service took the position in the proposed rule that 

trophy hunting contributes to lion conservation by creating a revenue stream that could 

ostensibly be used to fund lion conservation efforts. See 79 Fed. Reg. at 64471, 64492, 

64493, 64499. However, as demonstrated in our petition and subsequent comments, few of 

the potential dividends from hunting are consistently realized by local communities that 

live amongst lions. According to an IUCN analysis from 2009, big-game hunting only 

provided one job for every 10,000 inhabitants in the area studied,15 and many of these jobs 

were temporary seasonal positions like opening the trails at the start of the hunting season 

(IUCN 200916). Trophy hunting fails to create a significant number of permanent jobs (and 

those that it does create do not automatically benefit conservation), but ecotourism offers a 

possible solution. Consider the Okavango in Botswana where, as of 2009, a safari 

ecotourism tourism park provided 39 times the number of jobs than would big-game 

hunting on an area of equal size (IUCN 2009). Another example is the Luangwa National 

Park in Zambia, which produced twice the number of jobs provided by Benin and Burkina 

Faso’s trophy hunting sector combined in 2007 (IUCN 2009). 

 

The IUCN also found that Africa’s 11 main big-game hunting countries only contributed an 

average of 0.6% to the national GDP as of 2009 (IUCN 2009). Of this marginal profit, 

studies suggest that as little as 3-5% of trophy hunting revenues are actually shared with 

local communities (Economists 201317; IUCN 2009; Sachedina 200818). Perhaps because of 

this, locals do not always view trophy hunting as the positive economic driver that hunting 

advocates portray it as. For example, villagers in Emboreet village in Tanzania 

characterized hunting as “destructive, exploitative, and disempowering,” and blame 

hunting for jeopardizing village revenues (Sachedina et al. 2008). The same study presents 

an interview with a the Village Executive Officer, who explained that villagers feel more 

closely partnered with photographic tour operators than with hunters because hunters “are 

finishing off the wildlife before we’ve had a chance to realize a profit from it,” and because 

villagers never see the 5% of revenue they are supposed to receive from trophy hunting 

(Sachedina et al. 2008).  

 

By ignoring record evidence and new studies showing that trophy hunting is a significant 

threat to African lions, the Service’s contrary finding on this point fails to comply with the 

ESA mandate that listing decisions be made on the basis of the best available scientific 

evidence. The Service’s finding that recreational lethal take benefits a threatened species 

                                                           
15 South Africa, Namibia, Tanzania, Botswana, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Burkina, and 

Benin. 
16 IUCN. (2009). Programme Afrique Centrale et Occidentale. Big Game Hunting in West Africa. 

What is its contribution to conservation? 
17 Economists at Large. (2013). The $200 million question: How much does trophy hunting really 

contribute to African communities? A report for the African Lion Coalition, prepared by Economists 

at Large, Melbourne, Australia. 
18 Sachedina, H.T. 2008. “Wildlife Is Our Oil : Conservation, Livelihoods and NGOs in the Tarangire 

Ecosystem, Tanzania.” University of Oxford. PhD. Thesis. 
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furthers the notion that imperiled lions are worth more dead than alive, which ultimately 

serves to undermine lion conservation. Trophy hunting is a significant threat to lion 

populations because it contributes to population declines, disrupts the social structures of 

lion prides, and weakens the population’s genetic composition. As discussed further below, 

hunting quotas do not mitigate these impacts because they are often not scientifically 

supported and corruption impairs the efficacy of these and other wildlife enforcement laws 

and regulations. Furthermore, trophy hunting generates very few jobs and shares little 

revenue with local communities.  

 

Thus, when the Service finalizes this rule, it must amend its finding to reflect that the 

African lion is also threatened with extinction in part as a result of trophy hunting (in 

addition to habitat loss and human-lion conflict).  And once such listing is finalized, the 

Service must ensure that no permits are issued to import trophies when it cannot be 

guaranteed that the lethal take of that specific animal enhanced the survival of the 

subspecies. 

 

 

FWS Must Strictly Regulate Import, Take, & Interstate Commerce in African Lions 

 

Pursuant to the ESA and Fish and Wildlife Service regulations, once the Service lists a 

species as threatened, individuals of the species, whether captive or wild, may not be 

subjected to import, export, take, or interstate commerce, unless such action is conducted 

pursuant to a permit or a special rule. 16 U.S.C. § 1538(a); 50 C.F.R. §§ 17.31, 17.32, 17.40. 

Special rules must be designed and implemented to promote the conservation of the species. 

See Sierra Club v. Clark, 755 F.2d 608 (8th Cir. 1985). The Service has proposed to adopt a 

special rule for African lions that would require a threatened species permit for all 

otherwise prohibited activities (79 Fed. Reg. at 64502).  In order to ensure that this special 

rule is implemented in a manner to actually promote the conservation of African lions (as 

required by law), the Service must strictly scrutinize such permit applications and ensure 

there is transparency in that process.  

 

As an initial matter, Petitioners applaud the Service for finding that the presumption that 

imports of threatened species on CITES Appendix II serve a conservation purpose is easily 

rebutted with respect to African lions. 79 Fed. Reg. at 64501; 16 U.S.C. § 1538(c)(2). Indeed, 

it is imperative that the Service exercise stringent oversight of any imports of African lions 

and African lion parts, as the international trade in trophies, claws, teeth, and other 

specimens drives unsustainable take of the subspecies for recreational purposes.  While it is 

not the Service’s standard policy to publish notice and solicit comment on threatened 

species permits, Petitioners strongly urge the Service to do so at least with respect to 

permits involving imports of African lions, as soliciting scientific input would improve the 

Service’s analysis of whether a specific import would promote the conservation purpose of 

the ESA.  

 

Threatened species permits, which the Service has proposed to apply to African lions, can 

only be issued for conservation purposes. 16 U.S.C. § 1531(c)(1) (FWS “shall seek to 

conserve endangered and threatened species and shall utilize [its] authorities in 

furtherance of the purpose[]” of the ESA, i.e., conservation, 16 U.S.C. § 1531(b)). FWS 

regulations provide for threatened species permits for scientific purposes, the enhancement 

of propagation or survival, economic hardship, zoological exhibition, educational purposes, 
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or incidental taking. 50 C.F.R. § 17.32. In deciding whether to issue a threatened species 

permit, the FWS must consider “[t]he probable direct and indirect effect which issuing the 

permit would have on the wild populations of the wildlife sought to be covered by the 

permit;” “[w]hether the permit . . . would in any way, directly or indirectly, conflict with any 

known program intended to enhance the survival probabilities of the population from which 

the wildlife sought to be covered by the permit was or would be removed;” “whether the 

purpose for which the permit is required would be likely to reduce the threat of extinction 

facing the species”; “[t]he opinions or views of scientists or other persons or organizations 

having expertise concerning the wildlife or other matters germane to the application;” and 

“[w]hether the expertise, facilities, or other resources available to the applicant appear 

adequate to successfully accomplish the objectives stated in the application.”  50 C.F.R. § 

17.32(a)(2). 

 

The most logical way to ensure that otherwise prohibited activities promote conservation is 

to analyze threatened species permits under the enhancement standard (e.g., in order for 

use of a threatened species for scientific purposes, zoological exhibition, or educational 

purposes to benefit conservation efforts, as required by the ESA, such activities must 

actually enhance the survival of the species).  As the plain language of the statute makes 

clear, enhancement authorization may only be issued for activities that positively benefit 

the species in the wild. See also U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Handbook (1996) (making 

clear that an enhancement activity “must go beyond having a neutral effect and actually 

have a positive effect”). 

 

 Permits for Lion Imports Should be Rarely, if Ever, Issued 

 

Because lions are not native to the U.S., the import of lions and lion parts makes up a 

significant portion of the activity that the Service will need to oversee once this rule is 

finalized.  Our March 2011 petition documented that the African lion was over-utilized and 

that the U.S. is a major importer of African lions and their parts. Specifically, we found that 

that between 1999 and 200819 the U.S. imported 13,484 lion specimens reported as being 

from a wild source (62 percent of the total), which is the equivalent of at least 4,021 lions; 

this averages to 402 wild-source lions per year. An updated search of U.S. imports using the 

same methodology reveals that the U.S. imported the parts of at least 2,205 wild-source 

lions from 2009-2013 (Table 1, Annex Table A1), which averages to 441 wild-source lions 

per year. This indicates that the annual average number of wild-source lions imported to 

the U.S. over the last five years has increased by approximately 39 lions per year or 9.7% 

over the annual average during 1999-2008.  

 

Our petition also found that between 1999 and 2008 the U.S. imported about 3,600 wild-

source lions just for hunting trophy purposes; this averages to 360 wild-source lions per 

year.  An updated search of U.S. imports using the same methodology reveals that the U.S. 

imported the parts of a minimum of 2,163 wild-source lions for hunting trophy purposes 

from 2009-2013 (Table 1, Annex Table A1), which averages to 432 wild-source lions per 

year. This indicates that the annual average number of wild-source lions imported to the 

U.S. over the last five years has increased by approximately 72 lions per year or about 20% 

over the annual average during 1999-2008.  

 

                                                           
19 Based on a search of the CITES Trade Database using methodology described in our petition. 
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Table 1. Summary: Gross imports to U.S. of Panthera leo specimens equal to one lion each 

from wild sources 

 

Purpose codes: H = hunting trophy; P = personal; T = commercial 

Further, UNEP-WCMC (2014)20 provides an analysis of CITES trade records from the 

CITES Trade Database pertaining to international trade in lion trophies for the years 2003-

2012. The report also looks at “threats, uses and management” and notes that many 

authors have noted concerns with existing management of trophy hunting in many areas. 

 

Consequently, the threat of over-utilization caused by the importation of wild-source 

African lions – including that for trophy hunting purposes – to the U.S. has increased since 

our petition was filed. Thus, it is essential that the Service require permits for African lion 

imports so that such applications can be rigorously evaluated to ensure that no imports are 

allowed if the lion was taken in an unsustainable manner. 

 

 FWS Must Annually Review Range State Management Plans 

 

The Service acknowledged in its proposed rule that lion trophy hunting is “a highly complex 

issue that has raised considerable controversy” and that if lions are hunted in a country 

that does not have a “scientifically based management program” such hunting should not 

be sanctioned via an import permit.  See 79 Fed. Reg. at 64488, 64492-93, 64501. According 

to the proposed rule, in 2013 trophy hunting of wild lions occurred in nine countries: Benin, 

Burkina Faso, CAR, Mozambique, Namibia, RSA, Tanzania, Zambia, and Zimbabwe. 79 

Fed. Reg. at 64488.  Further, it is well established that canned hunting of captive lions in 

South Africa accounts for a substantial portion of the lion trophies imported into the U.S. 

 

Before issuing a threatened species permit for the import of a lion trophy or part, the 

Service must evaluate whether the source country has established a scientifically based 

management program that is developed and implemented to promote the conservation of 

the species in each management area.  Petitioners recommend that the Service determine 

on an annual basis whether it could make an enhancement finding for each country where 

lion hunting occurs.  In order to facilitate that evaluation, the Service should adopt criteria 

that range state and management area plans must meet.  Petitioners generally support the 

                                                           
20 UNEP-WCMC (2014). Review of trophy hunting in selected species. UNEP-WCMC, Cambridge. 

Term Purpose 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

bodies H 5 3 0 2 0 10 

live  H 0 0 8  0 0 8 

skins H 40 39 63 100 36 278 

trophies H 436 416 347 376 292 1867 

live  P 1  0 0 0 0 1 

skins P 6 3 1 1 0 11 

trophies P 10 4 1 2 2 19 

bodies T 1 0 1 0 0 2 

skins T 0 1 0 1 2 4 

trophies T 2 2 1 0 0 5 

Subtotals  501 468 422 482 332 2205 
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concepts behind the “best practices” referenced in the proposed rule: quota-setting; 

moratoriums; minimum age requirements; minimum trophy quality, sizes, and standards; 

wildlife hunting regulations enacted and enforced; professional hunting training courses; 

professional hunter standards established; compliance with CITES demonstrated; 

monitoring; and information and data collection and analysis. 79 Fed. Reg. at 64491. 

 

With respect to quotas, Petitioners would note that the mere requirement that quotas are 

established is not enough. Lion trophy hunting quotas are not usually established on a 

scientific basis and are instead based on personal opinions influenced by the presence of 

problem animals (Lindsey et al. 2013; Packer et al. 2009). As of 2013, lion quotas in all 

countries except Mozambique were higher than the 0.5/1,000 km2 recommended by Packer 

et al. (2010) (Lindsey et al. 2013). And even if quotas or other trophy hunting regulations 

were developed using ideal scientific data and methodology, poor enforcement due to 

corruption often render them unsuccessful in curbing the negative effects of trophy hunting. 

It is well documented that corruption is prevalent in some lion range countries and that it 

weakens the enforcement of wildlife protection laws (e.g. IUCN 2009; Kideghesho 200821; 

Kimati 201222). We applaud the Service for acknowledging that the high financial 

investment associated with lion trophy hunting makes it a target for corruption (79 Fed. 

Reg. at 64471). While it is admirable that some countries are taking action to combat 

corruption, it is unreasonable to assume that corruption will decline to a level where its 

inhibitory impacts can be discounted in the near future.  

 

Many well-respected lion experts agree that “there is considerable scientific evidence of 

negative population impacts associated with poorly-managed trophy hunting of lions.” 

Hunter et al. (2014)23.  The authors point to examples of such poor management practices in 

South Luangwa, Kafue and Lower Zambezi National Parks in Zambia; Tuli Safari Area, 

Gonarezhou National Park and Hwange National Park in Zimbabwe; the Bénoué Complex 

in Cameroon; and in the entire country of Tanzania. The authors list the five problems that 

likely cause these negative impacts:  

• Usually, lion hunting quotas are not science-based and there is no population 

monitoring.  

• Quotas are set too high. There is documented scientific evidence that lion 

quotas and offtake in “several countries” are higher than populations can sustain. 

• “Several countries” have fixed quotas where hunting operators are charged 

for a proportion of the total regardless of the number of animals hunted which 

encourages them to kill all the animals on the fixed portion of the quota “regardless 

of sustainability”.  

• Age restrictions are applied only in Tanzania, western Zimbabwe and Niassa 

National Reserve in Mozambique. 

• Females can be hunted in Namibia and Zimbabwe. 

                                                           
21 Kideghesho, J.R. (2008). Who Pays for Wildlife Conservation in Tanzania and Who Benefits?  

Faculty of Forestry and Nature Conservation, Department of Wildlife Management, Sokoine 

University of Agriculture, P.O. Box 3073, Morogoro Tanzania.  
22 Kimati, B.  (2012). Tanzania: Kagasheki Warns Corrupt Hunters.  Tanzania Daily News (Dar es 

Salaam. Available at: http://allafrica.com/stories/201209060195.html, Accessed 1/13/2015. 
23 Hunter, L., Lindsey, P., Balme, G., Becker, M., Begg, C., Brink, H. …White, P., Whitman-Gelatt, 

K. (2014). Urgent and comprehensive reform of trophy hunting of lions is a better option than an 

endangered listing; a science-based consenus [sic]. Unpublished. 

http://allafrica.com/stories/201209060195.html
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Hunter et al. make the following recommendations on reforming lion trophy hunting: 

 Establish, implement and enforce a rule to restrict trophies to males of six years of 

age or older in all range States. Compliance should be evaluated by “multiple 

independent assessors at a central repository to ensure consistency.” Penalize 

operators by reducing quotas if they shoot underage lions and reward elevated 

quotas to those who shoot lions in accordance with the rule.  For monitoring, 

operators should be required to submit a completed questionnaire, photographs and 

x-ray analysis of pre-molar teeth for each lion shot.  

 Independent lion hunting and trophy monitoring by scientists, NGOs, etc. instead of 

governments to ensure transparency and objectivity. Submission of information 

hunting (such as hunt effort) and trophies (such as age of animal) to the monitoring 

body should be mandatory and a pre-requisite for receiving an export permit. Over 

time, the monitoring body could use changes in measured variables to set quotas 

that prevent over-harvesting. 

 Until age restrictions and trophy monitoring are in place, implement maximum 

quotas (such as Packer’s general figure of 0.5 lions per 1,000 km2) to prevent 

excessive harvest.  

 Restrict harvest to males. 

 Stop ‘fixed quota fees” whereby operators pay for lions before they are hunted, thus 

encouraging more lions to be shot because they have “been paid for”. 

 Unified approach to lion hunting amongst the 11 countries where it occurs so that no 

one country would be disadvantaged by the reforms, and the benefit to lions of the 

reforms could be spread over all countries.  

Similarly, Lindsey et al. (2013)24 identified the following ‘key problems and necessary 

interventions’ associated with the management of lion trophy hunting: 

 The basis for the establishment of quotas is arbitrary; they are not established in a 

scientific manner, instead being established on personal opinion including that of 

hunting operators or on problem animal reports. The authors recommend immediate 

establishment of quota caps following recommendation of Packer et al. (2011) for 

setting thresholds for offtake, until age restrictions, trophy monitoring and adaptive 

quota management are put into place. 

 Lack of enforced age restrictions.  

 The hunting of females is permitted in Namibia. 

 Fixed quotas encourage more lions to be killed. 

 Lack of minimum hunt lengths in some countries is a problem because hunters do 

not have time to be selective and longer hunts can bring in more money. The authors 

recommend a 21-day hunt minimum. 

 General problems associated with management of trophy hunting include:  

o Corruption: Thus it is important that lion hunting management is done 

transparently with “independent verification of processes such as quota 

setting, concession allocation and trophy monitoring.” 

o Closed tender systems for hunting concession allocation: Need to award 

hunting concessions to those who have a good track record. 

                                                           
24 Lindsey, P. A., Balme, G. A., Funston, P., Henschel, P., Hunter, L., Madzikanda, H., ... & 

Nyirenda, V. (2013). The trophy hunting of African lions: Scale, current management practices and 

factors undermining sustainability. PloS one, 8(9), e73808. 
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o Short lease periods for concessions encourages over-use. 

 

Rosenblatt et al. (2014) also provide a synopsis of practices that have been proposed to help 

ensure that lion hunting is sustainable: “conservative quotas (0.5 lions/1000 km2)” (Packer 

et al. 2011), “harvest restricted to older age-classes, changes in the quota allocation 

structure and accurate and transparent trophy monitoring and enforcement” (Lindsey et al. 

2013a), “close monitoring to prevent unsustainable harvesting”, and a rotation of hunting 

between the populations on a three year cycle. 

 

Therefore, in addition to annually reviewing each range state management plan, 

Petitioners strongly urge the Service to establish formal guidance on how permit biologists 

should evaluate each application to import a lion trophy.  For example, in order to make an 

enhancement finding and issue a permit, the range state from which the trophy originated 

must: 

 Have an approved and current National Lion Management Plan, which develops and 

implements conservation activities for specific lion conservation units and works in 

concert with regional lion management plans, 

 Such national management plans should be developed using the IUCN SSC 

guidelines for strategic conservation planning, based on scientific information, and 

implemented in a manner that benefits the species and provides economic incentives 

for local communities to protect and expand African lion habitat. 

In addition, the Service must verify whether a range state: 

 Has up-to-date estimates on lion distribution range, abundance, prey abundance, 

and status 

 Observes a precautionary approach to establishing hunting quotas given current 

lion status 

 Has an understanding of national lion population levels and trends 

 Carries a credible capacity to monitor and manage lion populations in order to 

maintain healthy numbers and genetic diversity 

 Appoints an identified national lion plan coordinator 

 Has an understanding of the biological needs of the species 

 Has  sound management practices including law enforcement capabilities to deter or 

punish illegal retaliatory killings 

 Involves  local communities in lion protection and conflict mitigation strategies  

 Implements a human-lion conflict management plan (including rapid response, 

mitigation approaches, a training component, education) 

 Actively promotes wildlife-integrated land-use to ensure land-use planning does not 

negatively impact lion conservation  

 Achieves conservation targets within identified time frames 

 Reports on the achievements of stated goals and monitors and evaluates the 

implementation of the plan, and adapts it as necessary 

Before the Service issues an import permit, it must also find that the range state: 

 Is in compliance with all international, regional and national commitments, 

agreements and regulations relating to wildlife (and specifically lion) conservation, 

including (but not limited to) CITES 
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 Has effective laws and enforcement against illegal wildlife (particularly lion) trade 

 Cooperates with neighboring countries for transboundary lion population 

conservation and monitoring 

 Has a system for measuring good governance when it comes to wildlife 

conservation/protection policy making and its implementation (for example, 

transparency International’s corruption perception index) 

 Has credible policies for managing any hunting offtake, including: 

o A science-based system for establishing hunting quotas which is 

demonstrably sustainable at a population level 

o Price-setting (taxes and minimum number of safari days) and a system of 

concession leasing that increase the value of lions across Africa (no 

competition on price) 

o Hunting moratoria for any declining populations 

o Quotas restricted to post-reproductive males older than six years with a 

verifiable and enforceable mechanism to ensure no subadults are taken  

o An adaptive management  policy of monitoring the impacts of the removal of 

individuals on remaining populations , and adjusting quotas accordingly  

o A demonstrable commitment to ensure proceeds of trophy hunting are used 

to benefit wildlife (and specifically lion) conservation and communities living 

with wildlife. 

In the proposed rule, the Service suggests that “range countries have recognized the need to 

incorporate best management practices, and have been progressively updating their policies 

and management systems in order to implement them” (79 Fed. Reg. 64471). While this is 

commendable, the Service also concedes that there is no information indicating that these 

best practices have been employed yet (79 Fed. Reg. at 64471). Petitioners have reviewed 

publicly-available lion management plans, and most available plans are woefully 

insufficient to promote lion conservation.  Notably, Lindsey et al. (2013) identified keys to 

successful management of lion trophy hunting and then explained how each country that 

allows lion trophy hunting does not meet all of these (see table below). 

 
Poor lion trophy 
hunting management 
practices (from 
Lindsey et al. 2013) 

Reason the practice is 
problematic according to 
Lindsey et al. 2013 

Country with lion trophy hunting 
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Closed tender for 
hunting concessions 
exist  

Guarantees operator access 
to lions in the concession 
even if he/she has exceeded 
quotas, hunted underage 
lions, etc. 

x x x x x     
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Short lease on hunting 
concessions (5 years 
or less) exist 

Encourages operators to 
take as many lions as 
possible because they will 
not have the concession 
after the short lease. 

 x x  x x    

Hunting quotas based 
on factors other than 
science 

Quotas must be based on 
the best available science 
and not on hunting 
concession operator’s 

x x x x x  x x x 
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opinion or problem animal 
reports. 

Mandatory quota 
payment (‘fixed 
quota’) exist 

Encourages operators to kill 
all the lions they have paid 
for.  

 x x x x    x 

Hunt return form is 
not mandatory and is 
not tied to obtaining 
export permit 

Mandatory hunt return 
forms are necessary to 
monitor hunting and 
trophies, and must be tied to 
obtaining an export permit 
as an incentive to operators 
to cooperate. 

x x x   x x x x 

No 21-day minimum 
hunt length 

A 21-day minimum gives 
hunters more time to find an 
older male, and returns 
more money to the system. 

x x  x x x x x x 

Females can be 
hunted 

Hunting females can cause 
increased cub mortality, and 
removes productive 
individuals from the 
population, thereby 
reducing the ability of the 
population to recover. 

 x        

6-year age minimum 
not in place 

Males aged 6 years and 
older can be removed 
without reducing the 
population. 

 x  x x x x x x 

 

 

Thus, it is clear that there are certain permits that cannot be lawfully issued, as the 

import of such trophies would actively undermine the conservation of African lions: 

 

 The Service cannot authorize imports of trophies from West Africa.  

 

There is abundant evidence that lions in West Africa are perilously close to extinction – 

Peterson et al. (2014) show that lion habitat in West Africa is rapidly diminishing due to 

climate change, and Henschel et al. (2014) show that lions in this region have recently 

undergone a “catastrophic collapse.”  Thus, the Service cannot lawfully issue any import 

permits for trophies or parts originating from such countries (Benin, Burkina Faso, Cote 

d’Ivoire, Gambia, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Mali, Mauritania, Niger, Nigeria, 

Senegal, Sierra Leone, or Togo).  Notably, the European Union has also suspended lion 

trophy imports from Benin and Burkina Faso (as well as Cameroon in Central Africa) (see 

http://www.speciesplus.net/#/taxon_concepts/6353/legal). 

 

 The Service cannot authorize imports of trophies from Tanzania or 

Zimbabwe.  

 

The Service should not issue any import permits for lion trophies hunted in Tanzania or 

Zimbabwe, as the Service has already made findings that those countries are incapable of 

sustainably managing trophy hunting of elephants. See 79 Fed. Reg. 44459, 44460 (July 31, 

2014) (“Without management plans with specific goals and actions that are measurable and 

reports on the progress of meeting these goals, the Service cannot determine if…Zimbabwe 

is implementing, on a national scale, appropriate management measures for its elephant 

populations.”); U.S. Endangered Species Act Enhancement Finding for Tanzanian 

http://www.speciesplus.net/#/taxon_concepts/6353/legal
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Elephants (http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-2014-elephant-

Tanzania.PDF) (“Questionable management practices, a lack of effective law enforcement, 

and weak governance have resulted in uncontrolled poaching and catastrophic population 

declines in Tanzania.”). These systemic wildlife management problems are also relevant to 

lion trophy hunting, and the Service cannot be confident at this point that lion hunts in 

Tanzania or Zimbabwe are sustainable and promote conservation of the subspecies. See also 

Zimbabwe Parks and Wildlife Management Authority (2014). Response on Implementation 

of CITES in the European Union on Importation of the African Lion (Panthera leo) into the 

European Union (Nov. 5, 2014) (conceding that Zimbabwe’s lion quotas are not scientifically 

based and that Zimbabwe allows unsustainable hunting of young male lions). 

 

 The Service cannot authorize imports of trophies from any females or  

males under 6 years of age.  

 

Regardless of where the hunt occurs, it is well-established that lethal take of female lions 

negatively impacts the subspecies’ reproductive success, and the Service therefore cannot 

make an enhancement finding for imports of female lion trophies.  Similarly, as discussed 

at length in our Petition and at the African Lion Workshop, lethal take of male lions under 

6 years of age causes cascading impacts on lion populations, leading to increased infant 

mortality and undermining conservation of the species.  Thus, the Service must not issue 

any permits if the applicant cannot prove that the male lion was 6 years of age or older 

when hunted.  Additionally, as the Service has suggested for leopards and elephants, there 

should be a cap on the number of lion trophies an applicant can import (no more than one 

per year). 

 

 The Service cannot authorize imports of trophies obtained from captive 

hunting facilities. 

 

As the Service has acknowledged, when a subspecies is listed under the ESA, such listing 

clearly applies to any individual of the listed entity, whether living in captivity or in the 

wild. See 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b) (making clear that the take prohibition applies to captive 

animals regardless of the date of listing); 16 U.S.C. § 1538(a)(1) (prohibiting the take of 

“any” endangered species); H.R. Rep. No. 93-412 (1973) (“[t]he term ‘fish or wildlife’ means 

all wild animals, whether or not raised in captivity”); 42 Fed. Reg. 28052 (June 1, 1977) 

(“captive individuals provide gene pools that deserve continued preservation, and such 

individuals make it possible to re-establish or rejuvenate wild populations,” and “[f]or these 

reasons, the Service will continue to enforce the stringent prohibitions of the Act as they 

relate to captive individuals of a species that is endangered in the wild…”); 44 Fed. Reg. 

30044 (May 23, 1979) (“The Service has consistently maintained that the Act applies to 

both wild and captive populations of a species…”); 63 Fed. Reg. 48634, 48636 (September 

11, 1998) (explaining that “take” was defined by Congress to apply to endangered or 

threatened wildlife “whether wild or captive” and conceding that “It is true that the Act 

applies to all specimens that comprise a ‘species’” and “does not distinguish between wild 

and captive specimens thereof”); 77 Fed. Reg. 431, 434 (Jan. 5, 2012) (the ESA “specifically 

covers any species that is listed as endangered or threatened, whether it is native to the 

United States or non-native and whether it is in captivity or in the wild.”); 78 Fed. Reg. 

33790 (June 5, 2013); 78 Fed. Reg. 35201, 35204 (June 12, 2013) (“the Act does not allow for 

captive-held animals to be assigned separate legal status from their wild counterparts on 

http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-2014-elephant-Tanzania.PDF
http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/enhancement-finding-2014-elephant-Tanzania.PDF
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the basis of their captive state, including through designation as a separate distinct 

population segment (DPS). It is also not possible to separate out captive- held specimens for 

different legal status under the Act by other approaches…”); 79 Fed. Reg. 4313, 4317 (Jan. 

27, 2014) (“The ESA does not support the exclusion of captive members from a listing based 

solely on their status as captive.”). 

 

Captive hunting of imperiled animals and the trade of the animals’ body parts as trophies 

can have a negative impact on wild populations (as well as severe welfare impacts on 

individual animals). The Service itself has recognized that “uses of captive wildlife can be 

detrimental to wild populations” because “consumptive uses,” including captive hunting, 

can “stimulate a demand for products which might further be satisfied by wild populations.” 

44 Fed. Reg. 30,044, 30,045 (May 23, 1979). Creating legal markets for endangered and 

threatened species and their parts can encourage and facilitate poaching and create 

demand for wild members of those species. See Valerius Geist, How Markets in Wildlife 

Meat and Parts, and the Sale of Hunting Privileges, Jeopardize Wildlife Conservation, 

CONSERVATION BIOLOGY, Vol. 2, Issue 1 at 16 (Mar. 1988) (U.S. wildlife conservation has 

been “based on three primary policies ... 1) the absence of market in the meat, parts, and 

products of [wildlife,] 2) the allocation of the material benefits of wildlife by law, not by the 

market place . . ., 3) the prohibition on frivolous killing of wildlife”); David M. Lavigne, et 

al., Sustainable utilization: the lessons of history, THE EXPLOITATION OF MAMMAL 

POPULATIONS 251, 260 (Victoria J. Taylor et al. eds., 1996) (establishment of “legal markets 

for valuable wildlife product . . . provide[s] incentives for poaching [because] when the 

prices of wildlife products are sufficiently high, they also attract criminal elements into 

poaching, making wildlife protection not only increasingly difficult but also dangerous”); 

Lavigne, et al., at 258-260 (“Generally, putting a price on dead wildlife almost invariably 

leads to over-exploitation and increases the ‘extinction potential’ of target species”); Hunter, 

et. al, INTERNATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL LAW & POLICY at 1035 (Foundation Press 1998) 

(Excerpt) (“Trade is responsible for an estimated 40% of vertebrate species facing 

extinction. Ironically, market forces can exacerbate the threats from illegal trade, for as 

species become rarer their value on the market increases to reflect this scarcity, increasing 

the incentive for further poaching”); see also Valerius Geist, North American Policies of 

Wildlife Conservation, WILDLIFE CONSERVATION POLICY (Geist and McTaggart-Cowan eds 

1995).  

 

Lion experts agree that “Captive-bred hunting undermines the conservation credibility of 

the hunting industry and does nothing to preserve lion habitat”.  Packer et al. (2006)25; 

Luke Hunter et al., Walking With Lions: Why There Is No Role for Captive-Origin Lions 

Panthera leo in Species Restoration, Oryx Vol 47(1), 19-24 (2013), available at 

http://www.panthera.org/sites/default/files/HUNTER-2012-WalkingWithLions-ORYX.PDF 

(experts, including members of the IUCN Species Survival Commission Cat Specialist 

Group, agree that facilities that breed lion cubs (and prematurely separate those cubs from 

their mothers for hand-rearing) to provide lions for tourist interactions do not contribute to 

conservation).  See also Chloe Cooper, How Lions Go From the Petting Zoo to the Dinner 

                                                           
25 Packer, C., Whitman, K., Loveridge, A., Jackson, J. & Funston, P. (2006). Impacts of trophy 

hunting on lions in East and Southern Africa: Recent off take and future recommendations 

(Background paper for the Eastern and Southern African Lion conservation workshop). 

Johannesburg, South Africa. P. 9. 

 

http://www.panthera.org/sites/default/files/HUNTER-2012-WalkingWithLions-ORYX.PDF
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Plate, Africa Geographic (Aug. 4, 2013) http://blog.africageographic.com/africa-geographic-

blog/hunting/how-lions-go-from-the-petting-zoo-to-the-dinner-plate/; Threat to Conservation: 

Lion Bone Trade on Rise, The Times of India (June 25, 2013) 

http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/home/environment/flora-fauna/Threat-to-conservation-

Lion-bone-trade-on-rise/articleshow/20754330.cms (noting that lion bones are being used as 

substitutes for tiger bone potions and the value of a lion skeleton could therefore be in 

excess of $10,000); Jacalyn Beales, Canned Hunting and Cub-Petting are Big Business in 

South Africa, Earth Island Journal (Jan. 20, 2015), available at  

http://www.earthisland.org/journal/index.php/elist/eListRead/canned_hunting_and_cub-

petting_are_big_business_in_south_africa?utm_content=bufferf9f87&utm_medium=social&

utm_source=facebook.com&utm_campaign=buffer (discussing the lucrative industry in 

South Africa whereby captive lions are bred to produce a maximum number of offspring, 

cubs are hand-reared to sell photographic opportunities to tourists, and once the cubs get 

too large they are sold for captive hunts); Clarissa Ward, The Lion Whisperer, CBS News – 

60 Minutes (Nov. 30, 2014), available at http://www.cbsnews.com/news/the-lion-whisperer/ 

(reporting from a sanctuary that houses lions rescued from the canned hunting industry, 

noting that such animals cannot be reintroduced into the wild after being hand-reared). 

 

Further, as discussed at the Service’s African Lion Workshop on June 26, 2013, there is a 

significant problem with lions from South Africa being traded internationally under CITES 

permits that do not accurately represent their wild or captive origin. Similarly, the CITES 

Animals Committee has recognized the detrimental impacts of international trade in other 

African big cats (cheetahs) – in East Africa, wild cheetahs are being traded under the guise 

of being captive bred, and in South Africa there is no evidence that captive-breeding is 

properly managed. See CITES Animals Committee, Illegal Trade in Cheetahs (Acinonyx 

jubatus), Decision 16.72, AC27 Doc. 18 (2014), available at 

http://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/ac/27/E-AC27-18.pdf.  

 

Currently, U.S. hunters are importing staggering numbers of trophies and parts obtained 

(allegedly) from captive hunting facilities. Between 2009 and 2013, the parts of 

approximately 1,962 captive-bred African lions and 13 captive-born lions were imported to 

the U.S. (Tables 2 and 3, Tables A2 and A3). This includes 1,860 trophies of which 1,848 

were imported for hunting trophy purposes, 10 for personal purposes, and 2 for commercial 

purposes; all but four of these originated in South Africa (Tables A2 and A3).  

 

Table 2. Summary: Gross imports to U.S. of Panthera leo specimens equal to one 

lion each from captive-bred sources 

Term Purpose 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

bodies H 0 41 0 0 0 41 

skins  H 2  7  19  0 0 28 

trophies H 379 311 375 453 321 1839 

live  P 0 0 0 0 2  2 

skins P 0 1 2 1 0 4 

trophies  P 1  3  1  1  4 10 

bodies T 0 0 1 2 0 3 

live T 0 0 25 4 4 33 

trophies  T 0 0 0 2  0 2 

http://blog.africageographic.com/africa-geographic-blog/hunting/how-lions-go-from-the-petting-zoo-to-the-dinner-plate/
http://blog.africageographic.com/africa-geographic-blog/hunting/how-lions-go-from-the-petting-zoo-to-the-dinner-plate/
http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/home/environment/flora-fauna/Threat-to-conservation-Lion-bone-trade-on-rise/articleshow/20754330.cms
http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/home/environment/flora-fauna/Threat-to-conservation-Lion-bone-trade-on-rise/articleshow/20754330.cms
http://www.earthisland.org/journal/index.php/elist/eListRead/canned_hunting_and_cub-petting_are_big_business_in_south_africa?utm_content=bufferf9f87&utm_medium=social&utm_source=facebook.com&utm_campaign=buffer
http://www.earthisland.org/journal/index.php/elist/eListRead/canned_hunting_and_cub-petting_are_big_business_in_south_africa?utm_content=bufferf9f87&utm_medium=social&utm_source=facebook.com&utm_campaign=buffer
http://www.earthisland.org/journal/index.php/elist/eListRead/canned_hunting_and_cub-petting_are_big_business_in_south_africa?utm_content=bufferf9f87&utm_medium=social&utm_source=facebook.com&utm_campaign=buffer
http://www.cbsnews.com/news/the-lion-whisperer/
http://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/ac/27/E-AC27-18.pdf
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Term Purpose 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

Subtotals  382 363 423 463 331 1962 

Purpose codes: H = hunting trophy; P = personal; T = commercial 

Table 3. Summary: Gross imports to U.S. of Panthera leo specimens equal to one 

lion each from born in captivity (F1) sources 

Term Purpose 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

bodies  H 1  0 0 0 0 1 

trophies  H 1  0 1  6  1  9 

live  T 0 0 0 0 3  3 

Subtotals  2 0 1 6 4 13 

Purpose codes: H = hunting trophy; P = personal; T = commercial 

Thus, the Service must rigorously evaluate future applications for imports of captive-

hunted trophies and parts, in the same vein as it evaluates applications for imports of wild-

sourced lions. Given the abundant evidence that the captive hunting industry in South 

Africa and elsewhere fails to promote the conservation of the subspecies, the Service cannot 

lawfully authorize imports of specimens obtained from such origins. 

 

 The Service cannot authorize domestic trade in lion parts. 

 

Neither the international or domestic trade in lion parts (e.g., claws, teeth, pelts, meat) can 

be said to enhance the survival of African lions, and must be strictly prohibited. Further, 

the Service must make clear to the regulated community that once lions are listed as 

threatened, interstate sale and interstate commercial transport in lion meat is prohibited.  

Eating lion meat as a novelty clearly does not benefit the conservation of the species, and it 

would be unlawful for the Service to authorize domestic trade in lion meat (whether the 

meat originated from a wild lion or from a lion raised in captivity in the U.S.). 

 

Conclusion 

 

Petitioners (joined by over 58,000 of their members) strongly urge the Service to 

expediently issue a final rule listing African lions as threatened with a special rule 

requiring threatened species permits for all otherwise prohibited activities. Such permits 

must only be issued for activities that demonstrably enhance the survival of wild lions.  The 

Service should annually review the management plan(s) for each country where lion 

hunting occurs, using the criteria established by experts and outlined herein, to ensure that 

permit applications to import lion trophies are strictly scrutinized. The Service cannot 

lawfully issue trophy import permits for any female lions or male lions under six years of 

age, as the lethal take of such animals undermines the conservation of the species.  

Further, the Service must not issue import permits for trophies or parts originating from 

West Africa, Tanzania, Zimbabwe, or any canned hunting facility, and the Service must 

make clear that domestic trade in parts is prohibited. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 
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Anna Frostic 

Attorney for The Humane Society of the United States  

and The Fund for Animals 

2100 L Street NW, Washington, DC 20037 

 

 

 
 

Teresa M. Telecky, Ph.D. 

Director, Wildlife Department 

Humane Society International 

 

 
 

Jeff Flocken 

International Fund for Animal Welfare 

 

 
 

Adam Roberts 

Born Free USA 
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ANNEX 

Table A1. Detail: Gross imports to U.S. of Panthera leo specimens from wild 

sources 

Term Purpose Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

         

bodies  H CA  3  2  0 0 0  

bodies  H NA  0 1  0 0 0  

bodies  H ZA  2  0 0 2  0  

Subtotals   5 3 0 2 0 10 

         

bones  H NA  4  0 0 0 0  

bones  H TZ  2  0 0 0 0  

bones  H ZA  10  22  14  21  18   

bones  H ZW  0 0 0 26  2   

claws  H NA  6  2  0 0 0  

claws  H TZ  0 8  0 0 0  

claws  H ZA  16  14 30  58  95   

claws  H ZW  0 0 0 0 16   

derivatives  H ZA  0 2 1  0 0  

feet  H ZA  0 4  4  0 0  

garments  H ZA  1  0 1  2  0  

live  H ZA  0 0 8  0 0 8 

         

skins  H MX  1  0 0 0 0  

skins  H MZ  3  1  19  9  9   

skins  H NA  1  0 0 1  0  

skins  H TZ  31  23  1  5  5   

skins  H ZA  1  14  23  46  0  

skins  H ZW  3  1  20  39  22   

Subtotals   40 39 63 100 36 278 

         

skulls  H CA  3  3  0 1  0  

skulls  H MZ  1  1  21  8  8   

skulls  H SA  1  0 0 0 0  

skulls  H TZ  31  23  0 5  8   

skulls  H ZA  14  25  30  53  2   

skulls  H ZW  6  3  28  41  22   

tails  H ZA  0 0 0 1  0  

teeth  H ZA  0 10  4  0 0  

         

trophies  H AD  0 0 2  0 0  
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Term Purpose Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

trophies  H AE  1  0 0 0 0  

trophies  H BF  1  0 0 0 3   

trophies  H BW  1  4  2  0 1   

trophies  H CA  0 4  0 2  0  

trophies  H CF  0 0 1  1  0  

trophies  H CM  0 1  0 0 0  

trophies  H ET  0 1  0 1  0  

trophies  H FR  0 1  1  1  0  

trophies  H MX  1  0 1  1  0  

trophies  H MZ  8  10  7  5  4   

trophies  H NA  7  7  10  7  6   

trophies  H TW  0 0 0 0 0  

trophies  H TZ  91  64  37  42  3   

trophies  H ZA  249  260  236  217  214   

trophies  H ZM  31  26  17  50  17   

trophies  H ZW  46  38  33  49  44   

Subtotals   436 416 347 376 292 1867 

         

bone pieces  P ZW  0 0 0 0 5   

bones  P ZA  4  0 0 0 0  

bones  P ZW  0 0 0 0 15   

claws  P GB  0 0 0 5  0  

claws  P ZA  18  2  0 1  0  

derivatives  P ZA  3  0 0 0 0  

garments  P ZW  0 1  0 0 0  

leather products (small)  P ZA  0 0 0 6  0  

live  P KE  1  0 0 0 0 1 

skin pieces  P NA  1  0 0 0 0  

skin pieces  P ZA  1  0 0 0 0  

         

skins  P CA  0 0 1  0 0  

skins  P NA  1  1  0 0 0  

skins  P ZA  5  1  0 1  0  

skins  P ZW  0 1  0 0 0  

Subtotals   6 3 1 1 0 11 

         

skulls  P AU  0 0 0 2  0  

skulls  P NA  1  0 0 0 0  

skulls  P NO  1  0 0 0 0  

skulls  P ZA  2  2  1  1  0  

skulls  P ZW  0 2  0 0 0  
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Term Purpose Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

tails  P ZA  0 0 0 1  0  

teeth  P ZA  0 2  0 6  0  

         

trophies  P FR  1  0 0 0 0  

trophies  P IT  0 0 0 0 0  

trophies  P NA  3  0 0 1  2   

trophies  P ZA  6  2  1  1  0  

trophies  P ZW  0 2  0 0 0  

Subtotals   10 4 1 2 2 19 

         

unspecified  P GB  0 1  0 0 0  

         

bodies  T GB  1  0 0 0 0  

bodies  T ZA  0 0 1  0 0  

Subtotals   1 0 1 0 0 2 

         

claws  T TZ  0 0 0 0 2   

claws  T ZA  12  0 1  0 74   

derivatives  T GB  0 1  0 0 0  

garments  T ZA  0 0 0 0 1   

         

skins  T ET  0 1  0 0 0  

skins  T ZA  0 0 0 1  2   

Subtotals   0 1 0 1 2 4 

         

         

trophies  T CA  0 1  0 0 0  

trophies  T ZA  1  1  1  0 0  

trophies  T ZW  1  0 0 0 0  

Subtotals   2 2 1 0 0 5 

Purpose codes: H = hunting trophy; P = personal; T = commercial 

Table A2. Detail: Gross imports to U.S. of Panthera leo specimens from captive-

bred sources 

Term Purpose Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

         

bodies  H ZA  0 41  0 0 0 41 

bone pieces  H ZA  0 0 0 2  3   

bones  H ZA  42  18  503  4  8   

claws  H ZA  4  54  6  33  72   

feet  H ZA  0 0 3  0 0  
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Term Purpose Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

garments  H ZA  0 0 1  0 0  

skins  H ZA  2  7  19  0 0 28 

skulls  H CA  0 0 0 0 2   

skulls  H ZA  4  6  22  13  1   

teeth  H ZA  2  0 0 0 0  

         

trophies  H CA  0 0 0 0 2   

trophies  H NA  0 0 0 1  1   

trophies  H ZA  379  311  375  452  318   

   379 311 375 453 321 1839 

         

bones  P ZA  0 0 0 8  0  

carvings  P ZA  0 0 0 0 1   

claws  P ZA  36  2  8  0 27   

garments  P ZA  1  1  0 0 0  

live  P MX  0 0 0 0 2  2 

         

skins  P CA  0 0 1  0 0  

skins  P ZA  0 1 1  1  0  

   0 1 2 1 0 4 

         

skulls  P ZA  0 0 1  1  0  

trophies  P ZA  1  3  1  1  4 10 

         

bodies  T BE  0 0 0 2  0  

bodies  T FR  0 0 1  0 0  

   0 0 1 2 0 3 

         

live  T BO  0 0 25  0 0  

live  T ZA  0 0 0 4  4   

   0 0 25 4 4 33 

         

trophies  T ZA  0 0 0 2  0 2 

Purpose codes: H = hunting trophy; P = personal; T = commercial 

Table A3. Detail: Gross imports to U.S. of Panthera leo specimens from born in 

captivity (F1) sources 

Term Purpose Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

         

bodies  H ZA  1  0 0 0 0 1 

trophies  H ZA  1  0 1  6  1  9 
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Term Purpose Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Subtotals 

live  T ZA  0 0 0 0 3  3 

Purpose codes: H = hunting trophy; P = personal; T = commercial 
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Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dmissu2@comcast.net>

From: <dmissu2@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 01:06:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is abhorrent to the
MAJORITY of US Citizens! Please start listening to your constituents that voted you into your
office and not the special interest groups that buy you. THIS IS NOT THE WILL OF THE
PEOPLE!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Denine Mishoe
2503 Aspen Drive Longview, WA 98632
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<Megan.gardner@bigpond.com>

From: <Megan.gardner@bigpond.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 00:36:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We are sick of the lies. We
are not stupid. Hunting animals is NOT conservation. Hunting is something 'mainly' WHITE
RICH MALES do, but increasingly seeing disgusting pictures of murdered animals with a female
posing for a nacisstic selfie. If you think we are not going to take this laying down think again.
How dare your 'men's club' decide the fate of so many animals to appease a minority of sick
psychos who have mental issues and should not go anywhere near a gun. USFWS is a hunting
fraternity in disguise under a false banner of being a wildlife monitor and should be disbanded
and replaced with people that actually give a damn about the wildlife. I am absolutely and
disgusted in your despicable proposal that no doubt has been 'paid for' by SCI and the NRA.
Killing animals is NOT conservation and we are not going to cop this. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Megan Gardner 327 Sth Cleveland ave St paul, MN 55105
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<isanangel@comcast.net>

From: <isanangel@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 00:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
the cruel business of trophy hunting. I humbly ask that you completely abandon your plans to
establish a council that encourages such cruel attacks on innocent and endangered animals.
Please don't let this move forward! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Laura A
Valdes-Borsum 2609 Island Grove Blvd Frederick, MD 21701
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<janine.vinton@mail.com>

From: <janine.vinton@mail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 14 2017 00:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janine Vinton 1 Walter Street Albany, NY 12201
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<carasharrow7@gmail.com>

From: <carasharrow7@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 22:26:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cara Sharrow 3547 Buchanan Way Weirton, WV 26062-4438
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<Evigna@sncglobal.net>

From: <Evigna@sncglobal.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 22:26:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ellen Vigna 6204 Green Eyes Way Orangevale , CA 95662
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<torreyisbushido@gmail.com>

From: <torreyisbushido@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 22:21:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Torrey Corlett 22971 Fawn Lake Pl Canyon Lake, CA 92587-7917
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<dawsonpan123@gmail.com>

From: <dawsonpan123@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 22:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dawson Pan 2824 S. Via Belamaria Ontario, CA 91762-6626
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<gblakely2016@outlook.com>

From: <gblakely2016@outlook.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 22:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. U.S.Fish and Wildlife
Services, Sec. of Interior Ryan Zinke, and all Congress people, Please don't encourage trophy
hunting worldwide or even statewide. In a time when everything seems to be measured by the
amount of money it makes, stop and realize that we are callously killing our earth and its
inhabitants. Trophy hunting has no place in this world anymore, where many species are
reaching endangerment. Even if they aren't endangered yet, can we set a president of
compassion and set an example for the world? Thank you. Gail Blakely It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gail Blakely 2608 Atchison Dr Laurel, MT 59044
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<help@nutritionadvantageinc.com>

From: <help@nutritionadvantageinc.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 21:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is
inhumane quite literally a game sport, NOT a necessity . Furthermore these animals are not
killed to feed the hunter nor their families... It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Deborah Arneson 900 N franklins St Chicago, IL 60610-8100
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<zeplinrobin@gmail.com>

From: <zeplinrobin@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 21:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting a form of
responsible conservation? What a joke. Haven't you heard? Wild animals are going extinct in
droves. That means each one is precious. Would you support killing a select number of humans
to save a larger population? Believe me the analogy is comparable. Each animal is endowed
with intelligence and emotions that we are learning are more advanced than ever. Each animal
is precious. Anyone who says different is lazy, unevolved and downright bloodthirsty. Have the
courage to think outside the box when it comes to conservation methods. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, robin zeplin 7137 McGee St. Kansas City, MO 64114-
1434



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<moirae07@att.net>

From: <moirae07@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 21:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Monique Musialowski 28522 Lancaster Chesterfield, MI 48047-1781
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<michaeljnicolosi@gmail.com>

From: <michaeljnicolosi@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 21:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please rethink this. If you
think the world forgot it was an American hunter who lured Cecil (possibly the most beloved Lion
on the planet) out of the safety of his sanctuary and to his death, think again. Don't make us
look any more awful than we already do. There is no need for this. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michael Nicolosi 1834 NE 26th Ave Ft Lauderdale, FL 33305
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<joanmilford@gmail.com>

From: <joanmilford@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 21:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joan milford 7015 hudson cemetery MANSFIELD, TX 76063
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<catsntrees@gmail.com>

From: <catsntrees@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 20:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Most Americans react
negatively to trophy hunting, killing majestic wildlife for a head to put on a wall or a stuffed dead
thing to prove your "manhood" is only for those so insecure in their sense of self that they must
kill the rare and magnificent animals for no other reason than they exist. I think it is disgusting
that Mr. Zinke is pushing his anti-wildlife, anti-Teddy Roosevelt agenda and using the Dept of
Interior and our National Parks to further his anti wilderness agenda. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ashli Carter , KY 42134
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<Ticechristina1@gmail.com>

From: <Ticechristina1@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 20:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please research and
promote methods of conservation that do not promote killing animals for sport or pleasure.
Trophy hunting and the culture surrounding it often glamorize something that is inherently cruel
and harmful to animals and does very little to conserve endangered animals. In fact, it often has
the opposite affect, as is the case with so many endangered species. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christina Tice Peoria, AZ 85381
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<Sncat11@gmail.com>

From: <Sncat11@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 20:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. All I could say is you are a
disgrace to your office !!How can you promote..let alone ,allow senseless hunting for sport and
pleasure What gives humans the rights to do such disgusting things to animals? it's bad enough
animals have to fend for themselves .. eating each other ,why do we have to make their lives so
much worse? When was hunting ever supposed to be a sport for fun? This reminds me of the
allowing Gladiators in the Roman Empire! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Nancy Caternolo Phoenix, AZ 85015
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<eriklakota@mail.com>

From: <eriklakota@mail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 20:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. You hunt for meat because
you need food not trophies It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Erik
Christensen Oxford, MA 01540
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<treshashari@gmail.com>

From: <treshashari@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 20:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I urge the US Fish and
Wildlife Service to reconsider the killing of these animals. The ecological system is ressential to
all life on this Planet. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sharie Aldren
1009 East Oak Street Phoenix, AZ 85006
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<acetonancy@gmail.com>

From: <acetonancy@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 20:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop hunting It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nancy Aceto 3930 Park Rd Charlottes , NC 28209
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dhall3@elmore.rr.com>

From: <dhall3@elmore.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 20:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Hall 3 Lilly Pad Cr Millbrook, AL 36054
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<maiingan@charter.net>

From: <maiingan@charter.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 19:51:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop the murdering of
these animal lives. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mary Madeco-
Smith 13998 165th st Little Falls, MN 56345-4151
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Barb777@mindspring.com>

From: <Barb777@mindspring.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 19:26:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Can't people be
encouraged to use their extra money to actually do some good on this planet. I? am at a loss
am and sickened by the destructive wastefulness by this disposable hobby. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barbara Holbert 1619 Green st Evanston, IL 60203
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<l.cotter@comcast.net>

From: <l.cotter@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 19:26:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laura Cotter 816 Washington av Franklinville, NJ 08312
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sarahdean6@gmail.com>

From: <sarahdean6@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 19:16:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sarah Dean 1306 W St NW Washington, DC 20009-4420
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<stratmom@bellsouth.net>

From: <stratmom@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 19:11:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, SANDRA CONLEY 701 Harris Ln RURAL Gallatin, TN 37066-8515
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Toms89stroker@hotmail.com>

From: <Toms89stroker@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 18:51:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunt hunt hunt hunt hunt.
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Thomas Smith , IN
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kathysimonik@gmail.com>

From: <kathysimonik@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 18:46:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Our Wildlife Is
ENDANGERED. NO MORE KILLING. There Will Be Nothing Left! STOP. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kathy Simonik 400 Clarkson ave Jessup, PA 18434
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<badkittybart@hughes.net>

From: <badkittybart@hughes.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 18:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. USFWS is always looking
for new ways to kill animals and call it "management". The US Government is the biggest killer
of wildlife. This kind of blood lust is psychopathic. You are disgraceful. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brenda Bartone 477 South Rd Wakefield, RI 02879



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Sellanis@gmail.com>

From: <Sellanis@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 18:16:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sandra Sellani 200 Paris lane 316 Newport Beach , CA 92663
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<jackiedemarais@charter.net>

From: <jackiedemarais@charter.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 18:11:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, jackie demarais 2704 Casas del Sur Court Granbury, TX 76049-1465
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<spycatcher74@hotmail.com>

From: <spycatcher74@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 18:01:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is rather misinformed to
think that trophy hunting contributes to conservation. It sends the wrong message entirely. I
understand that President Trump's family trophy hunt and will want to see this supported,
however, this is not about one person's family no matter who it is. It is about the people of
America and they say no. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rahnie Tranter
2021 west 128th street Los Angeles, CA 90018
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<datura101@excite.com>

From: <datura101@excite.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 17:51:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, lyn capurro 8 valleyview greatneck, NY 11021
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<malasadabooks@hotmail.com>

From: <malasadabooks@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 17:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Charlene Deveraturda 95-305 Waianuhea Place Mililani, HI 96789
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<sylvia.dwyer@comcast.net>

From: <sylvia.dwyer@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 17:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sylvia Dwyer 179 lafrance rd Weare, NH 03281-4819
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<danrichman@earthlink.net>

From: <danrichman@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 17:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing a vibrant living
creature with a high-powered telescope-sighted rifle is a supreme act of cowardice. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dan Richman 4229 21st st San Francisco, CA 94114
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<mwolter61@gmail.com>

From: <mwolter61@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 17:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, manuela wolter villareal san.jose, ID 50309



Conversation Contents
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<Goldschmidtr@gmail.com>

From: <Goldschmidtr@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 17:06:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ruth Gold Coach SAN Diego , CA 92130
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<tammy.g.tg59@gmail.com>

From: <tammy.g.tg59@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 16:56:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tammy Guess 1199 Vermont Ave Logan, OH 43138-9061
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<julietjohns@mac.com>

From: <julietjohns@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 16:46:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Juliet Pearson 910 Maunawili Circle Kailua, HI 96734-4619
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<l.e.gagne@hotmail.com>

From: <l.e.gagne@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 16:46:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, LORI GAGNE P.O. BOX 72A SPRING CREEK, PA 16436
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<bikini77@gmail.com>

From: <bikini77@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 16:46:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. STOP KILLING THE
PLANET ! THANKS... It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Suzanne
Ursula lebon STOP KILLING OUR PLANET! birch ny, NY 10007
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<tina.d3@hotmail.com>

From: <tina.d3@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 16:46:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We have recently seen
how populations of wild animals in Africa and Asia are facing extinction within a couple of
decades. I don't see how recreational hunting is going to prevent the extinction of wildlife. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tina deKwaadsteniet 2678 Tuna
Canyon Rd Los Angeles, CA 90290
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<Aninalwarrior111@gmail.com>

From: <Aninalwarrior111@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 16:41:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nom Aly 123 Brave St Beverly Hills , CA 02920
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<Cgoodie57@gmail.com>

From: <Cgoodie57@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 16:41:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cathy Goodman 81 pine Ave Flanders , NY 11901
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<Delraybreeze@ail.com>

From: <Delraybreeze@ail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 16:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. With so many animal
species threatened and on the brink of extinction, I firmly disagree with this proposal. All of life is
interconnected, putting any one of them in further peril will collapse the ecosystem. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lisha Daigle 5541 Pacific Blvd. Boca Raton , FL
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<cartercamden@live.com>

From: <cartercamden@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 16:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carter Neal 1811 JJ Seabrook Drive Austin, TX 78721-1227
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<bbrister@q.com>

From: <bbrister@q.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 16:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Most Americans do not
hunt but are wildlife watchers. Hunting is in direct conflict with wildlife watching. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Bob Brister 220 S Elizabeth St #12 Salt Lake City, UT
84102



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Suemtchlrnw@gmail.com>

From: <Suemtchlrnw@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 15:56:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not use the
American wildlife manager policies in Africa. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sue
Mitchel Ooo reno way Reno, NV
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<tonithetiger1@gmail.com>

From: <tonithetiger1@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 15:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Toni McCalley 4082 E Lake Rd Hamilton, NY 13346-3302
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<jandbflowers@dejazzd.com>

From: <jandbflowers@dejazzd.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 15:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I know for a fact from
having traveled there many times to Zimbabwe that trophy hunting DOES NOT help with
conservation nor does it help financially to the citizens. Monies paid go directly to the pockets of
the camps and local government...NONE filters down to the every day citizens. Nor does this
money go for conservation...again, it never gets past the corrupt government. Zimbabwe is not
the only country where this happens....it happens in EVERY country that promotes trophy
hunting. And. exactly how does killing the biggest and best of ANY species help the general
population of that species when those super genes are now gone and hung on someones'
wall??? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barbara Flowers 176 Quaker Hill
Morgantown, PA 19543

<jandbflowers@dejazzd.com>

From: <jandbflowers@dejazzd.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 15:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. From traveling extensively
in Africa, I know that trophy hunting DOES NOT help conservation. Taking out the biggest and
most beautiful animals take those genes out of circulation. This is so apparent, I do not
understand how anyone could think otherwise. Also, the monies spent NEVER go to
conservation nor the local people. Those dollars always end up in the hands of corrupt officials
and corrupt camp people. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barbara
Flowers 176 Quaker Hill Morgantown, PA 19543
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<cwells@newmex.com>

From: <cwells@newmex.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 15:31:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. All animals are beautiful---
but in their own skins---and NOT on a wall. That is horrible, distasteful, and harmful to all of that
species. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Christine Wells 414 Camino de la
Placita #44 Taos, NM 87571
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<erica.cranden@gmail.com>

From: <erica.cranden@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 15:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am absolutely appalled
that this is even being considered. Trophy hunting is by no means a sustainable way to
preserve wildlife, not to mention how intolerably cruel it is. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Erica Cranden 802 Reed Court Flemington, NJ 08822
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<slgnj@comcast.net>

From: <slgnj@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 15:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Steve Gural 181 Westbrook Dr Toms River, NJ 08757
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<royatalezadeh@hotmail.com>

From: <royatalezadeh@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 15:16:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Roya Talezadeh 2111 Raven Tower Court Herndon, VA 20170
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<adamja@mts.net>

From: <adamja@mts.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 15:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jackie Adam Box 194 Fargo, ND 58108
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<lentrucknfool@charter.com>

From: <lentrucknfool@charter.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 15:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop the killing off
our wildlife. We are going to have none left for our children to see them and enjoy them to. You
are taking away all of them. This need to stop. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Linda Staffulani 5554 seven mile road South Lyon, MI 48178
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<Notawaitressred@gmail.com>

From: <Notawaitressred@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 14:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are not trophies. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lynne Chao 3702 SW Sweetbriar Dr
Portland , OR 97221
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<tommy3010@gmail.com>

From: <tommy3010@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 14:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Thomas Simpson 3010 Sunset Forest Road Anderson, SC 29626
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Judywithaj@gmail.com>

From: <Judywithaj@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 14:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judy Hanlon 70 montrose dr Stratham, NH 03885
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<eamalfitano3@gmail.com>

From: <eamalfitano3@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 14:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Erica Amalfitano 8805 Mediterranean Dr Ocean City, MD 21842
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jmelsfelder@hotmail.com>

From: <Jmelsfelder@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 14:21:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is
sickening. And this is not Conservation-tell the truth. It needs to stop-beautiful defenseless
animals will die because some rich SOB wants a picture and bragging rights with his kill.
Deplorable-Secretary Zink who do you look in the mirror everyday? It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa Elsfelder 2310 52nd St NE Canton , OH 44705
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<duncanmak@verizon.net>

From: <duncanmak@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 14:21:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE don't let this
happen!! PLEASE protect OUR wildlife!! It's the RIGHT thing to do. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joel Elio 86 Maple Avenue, Shirley, N.Y. Shirley, NY 11967-1914
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mth1258@hotmail.com>

From: <mth1258@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 14:21:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michele Hryc 242 River Road Maxfield, ME 04453-4118
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Gauritiger@gmail.com>

From: <Gauritiger@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 14:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We the people of this
country want to see an end to exotic animal hunting of endangered animals and an end to the
animal parts trade. This has been made obvious by all of the work done by so many groups and
NGOs that we support with our money. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Emily Sawyer 4788 burnside rd Sebastopol , CA 95472
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<summerferrell@gmail.com>

From: <summerferrell@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 14:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am continually sickened
by trophy hunting. These magnificent animals already are being killed by poachers and
Americans need to wake up and realize they are enabling and encouraging these poachers.
Americans should be ashamed of such a grotesque "hobby"! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Summer Ferrell 2731 Bembridge Drive Raleigh , NC 27613
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<7orlov@gmail.com>

From: <7orlov@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE/ HELP TO END
BARBARIAN AGE It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Alex Orlov 80
Mulberry Street New York, NY 10013
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tmills@mountainwestbank.com>

From: <tmills@mountainwestbank.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:51:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting IS NOT,
nor will it ever be a form of "Conservation", I don't who you're trying to fool! Killing the best of the
heard is not ideal and places no value on the majestic greatness of the animal. It's just killing,
plain and simple, and its wrong!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Terri Mills 7416
N 15th St Dalton Gardens, ID 83815
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<Mklanders@gmail.com>

From: <Mklanders@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:51:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not allow trophy
hunting. Save our planet for us and the future. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
MacKenzie Thorn 2431 e beacon drive Salt Lake City , UT 84108
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lisagab@earthlink.net>

From: <lisagab@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:46:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Cossettini 8828 Pershing Dr., 316 Playa del Rey, CA 90293
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<margaretmcginnis@verizon.net>

From: <margaretmcginnis@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:41:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why do you want to
encourage trophy hunting? Lions, elephants, rhinos, the list goes on and on, are in serious
trouble due to poaching - encouraging people who think that killing an animal for fun and to put
a trophy on their wall is beyond outrageous. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Margaret McGinnis 7 Rockview Road Hull, MA 02045-3126
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<tushi43@hotmail.com>

From: <tushi43@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:41:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Planet Earth's strands in
the web of all life are not trophies; they hold down jobs and play roles in the economy of "all" life
on Earth, and all the reasons mankind has oxygen, water, safety and life. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tess Husbands 5521 Cloud Way San Diego, CA
92117-1309
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<prissynmick47@gmail.com>

From: <prissynmick47@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:41:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Priscilla Lane 2230 E.Elderberry St Pahrump, NV 89048-6395
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<smsulaiman@att.net>

From: <smsulaiman@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE DO THE RIGHT
THING - DO NOT ENCOURAGE BLOODLETTING, BRUTALLY CRUEL TROPHY HUNTING It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mary & Souhair Sulaiman Sugar
Land, TX 77479
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<mfr3@westchestergov.coms>

From: <mfr3@westchestergov.coms>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:26:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, M Roe 3006 Morgan Dr Carmel, NY 10512-2615
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<Mercynoodles2012@gmail.com>

From: <Mercynoodles2012@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:26:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jan Hill 5205 applewood circle Carmel, NY 10512-2642
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<tecumseh.tekawana@gmx.fr>

From: <tecumseh.tekawana@gmx.fr>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, tecumseh tekawana 3 rue de Provence thourotte, AK 60150
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<Cstahelin@comcast.net>

From: <Cstahelin@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 13:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chris Stahelin 3040 Middle Rd Highland, MI 48357
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<smcav40@att.net>

From: <smcav40@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:56:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop trophy
hunting. It damages the herd and ecosystem by removing the strongest organisms from the
gene pool. These animals are worth so much more than one bullet and the fleeting feeling
(excitement?) of killing something. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Grant
PO Box 298 Humarock, MA 02047-0298
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<Judypurves@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <Judypurves@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why kill what wildlife we
have left in our diminishing world of wild life. It's bad enough that you kill each other It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Judy Purves , AE
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<dianeb181@gmail.com>

From: <dianeb181@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane Beeny 181 Tudor Oval Westfield, NJ 07090-2244
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<tsandsphd@gmail.com>

From: <tsandsphd@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tracey Sands 98 Greenmeadow Ave Newbury Park, CA 91320
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<Dg2hill@msn.com>

From: <Dg2hill@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not support
trophy hunting It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dana Gale 2
hill rd Allentown, NJ 08501
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<calypteanna1@gmail.com>

From: <calypteanna1@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please abandon plans to
form the "International Wildlife Conservation Council" to promote international trophy hunting
opportunities for US citizens. Such hunting is not a form of conservation and to promote it as
such is disingenuous; it would be shameful to deceive the American people in this way. This
council will put the demands of wildlife exploiters above the wishes of the majority of Americans,
who favor effective wildlife conservation policies. Trophy hunting is not sustainable or ethical
and does not help to preserve biodiversity. It demands the inherent value of animals; little-to-
none of the hunters' money goes to local communities; charismatic mega-fauna is worth more
alive as a tourist attraction to local communities; and, killing-off the strongest members of a
population, which are typically the hunters' targets, has devastating ripple effects on species'
chances for survival. Thank you. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Katarina Lang
PO Box 5812 Scottsdale, AZ 85261
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<juliewaldroup@gmail.com>

From: <juliewaldroup@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not promote
trophy hunting. There are so few beautiful wild animals left on this planet and man's greed for
profit can never replace them once they are gone. They are so much more beautiful to see
alive. PLEASE do NOT do this. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Julie Waldroup
, CA 94598



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<janacasale@hotmail.com>

From: <janacasale@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jana Casale 74 Grassland St. Lexington, MA 02421
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cstansbery@msn.com>

From: <cstansbery@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is one, just one,
remaining white male rhino living in Kenya under 24/7 armed guard so that some "hunter" does
not kill him as a trophy. Cecil, the Zimbabwe lion, was killed by a "hunter" as a trophy illegally.
Trophy hunting brings corruption as illegal permits and licenses are sold. The poaching of
elephants for their ivory is still rampant but less so because you cannot bring ivory into the
United States. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Christine
Stansbery 720 Smith Street Port Orchard, WA 98366
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<Twitcat2@hotmail.com>

From: <Twitcat2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robin Riley , NE 68507
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<7blacknetbook@gmail.com>

From: <7blacknetbook@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joy Cote 351 Driskill Circle Newport, TN 37821
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<DANLEON@mail.com>

From: <DANLEON@mail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. BAN THE HUNTINGS !!! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, DAN LEON König-Karl-Straße
Stuttgart, NY 10110
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<huntleythegreat@gmail.com>

From: <huntleythegreat@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julie Moylan 6440 Anslow Dr. Troy, MI 48098
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<tanyavudlercasale@gmail.com>

From: <tanyavudlercasale@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tanya Vudler Casale 74 Grassland Street Lexington, MA 02421

<tanyavudlercasale@gmail.com>

From: <tanyavudlercasale@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am familiar with the



thinning numbers of lions and giraffes directly caused by wealthy Americans' trophy hunting.
The loss of those two and many other species caused by trophy hunting is forever and leaves
our world poorer and sadder and changed for the worst. I and countless other Americans care,
and do not want this damaging and destructive form of entertainment of a small number of our
nationals to continue. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tanya Vudler
Casale 74 Grassland Street Lexington, MA 02421
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<jan_duran@hotmail.com>

From: <jan_duran@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 12:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop the cruelty
and suffering of animals who are killed by hunters. Stop trophy hunting please. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Janet Duran 136 w 4th st New York, NY 10012
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<caronena2122@gmail.com>

From: <caronena2122@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 11:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Sanciones severas para el
respeto a todo animal. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carolina
Zamora Rio Cazones 21 Ciudad de México , NM



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<debbie@papersyoulove.com>

From: <debbie@papersyoulove.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 11:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debra Johns 3 Lake Leaf Place, The Woodlands Spring, TX 77381-6317
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<ronditobandito@gmail.com>

From: <ronditobandito@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 11:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rhonda Feehan 1126 Layton rd Redding , CA 96002
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<lauri1010@hotmail.com>

From: <lauri1010@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 11:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEAS DO NOT TO
ENCOURAGE TROPHY HUNTING! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, LAURA CHICO
WoodCreast rd Miami, FL 33149
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<adhokai@gmail.com>

From: <adhokai@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 11:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Andres Dhokai 3842 N Glebe Rd. Arlington, VA 22207-4355
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<sabine.stiker@web.de>

From: <sabine.stiker@web.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 11:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sabine Möhler Buchenweg 12 Esselbach, GA 97839



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ricki29@t-online.de>

From: <ricki29@t-online.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 11:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eva-Maria Haak Joh.-Seb.-Bach Straße, 29 Salzgitter, DE 38226
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<Grannyel@hotmail.com>

From: <Grannyel@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 11:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ellen Gomez 12505 Northern Valley Ct. Herndon, VA 20171
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<sstahelin@hotmail.com>

From: <sstahelin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 11:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I don't believe that trophy
hunting helps communities or populations of animals. It is a blood sport done with automatic
weapons in whatever way promotes the best outcome for the ego of the hunter, not the
environment or welfare of the animal. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Sarah Stahelin 503 4th St. SE Bemidji, MN 56601
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<dslaschiava@comcast.net>

From: <dslaschiava@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 11:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. KILLING IS NOT
CONSERVATION! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dona
LaSchiava 4511 W. Rockwodo Drive Tucson, AZ 85741-3929
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<lisaleah13haut@gmail.com>

From: <lisaleah13haut@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not promote
Trophy Hunting, it is destructive and unethical! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lisa
Haut 1525 Noble Ave. Unit 2 Bridgeport, CT 06610-1692
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<brusso@voicenet.com>

From: <brusso@voicenet.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Russo 98 S. Virginia Avenue Winter Park , FL 32789
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<Danaguterman@gmail.com>

From: <Danaguterman@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am, honestly, shocked
that the US Fish and Wildlife Service considers slaughtering endangered animals to be a valid
method of conservation. We are in the midst of another mass extinction, and these few wealthy
narcissists only care about having another head on the wall. How hard is it to murder a
elephant--a creature that grieves, and cares, and buries its dead--when you have millions of
dollars? This is a ridiculous ruse. When I go to Africa next year, I will be paying thousands of
dollars to see LIVING animals--and to protect them. These creatures are worth far more alive
than dead in the long term. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dana
Guterman
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<marylen@wowway.com>

From: <marylen@wowway.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. something wrong with
humans that get Gratification from killing innocent animals AKA trophy hunting !! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, marylen kincer 8172 24mile Shelby Township, MI
48316-3561
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<marydichard@me.com>

From: <marydichard@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am staunchly against
this. Hunting under the guise of Conservation is completely ludicrous! This is also cruel and
inhumane. I believe most Americans would be against such a policy as this. This is not what
America stands for. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mary Dichard
8125 Eagle Mountain Circle Fort Worth, TX 76135
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<hkbkl@hotmail.de>

From: <hkbkl@hotmail.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Heike Lessmann Schillerstr 10 BAd Pyrmont, FL 31812
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<mabstream@gmail.com>

From: <mabstream@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply and strongly
opposed to the formation of the grossly misnamed "International Wildlife Conservation Council".
This body is the obscene invention of the Secretary of the Interior to promote trophy hunting.
This is sickening, immoral and deeply counterproductive to the essential and important work of
protecting endangered wildlife and the communities and countries where that wildlife lives. I am
appalled and distressed by the ceaseless onslaught of destructive measures proposed and
promulgated by the administrators of the Trump Administration; there is clearly no interest or
capacity in these men and women to act as true stewards of the environment and of all the
many species they are called upon to protect. Please reject this proposed "Council". It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marya Bradley 2236 N. Terrace Avenue Milwaukee,
WI 53202-1216
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<blackwtr@blackwaterllc.com>

From: <blackwtr@blackwaterllc.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Billy Holliday 801 Elm St. Aynor, SC 29511-3004
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<Marketingmama@comcast.net>

From: <Marketingmama@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Blodgett 502 Shoreline Hwy MILL VALLEY, CA 94941
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<sportbikerbabe@hotmail.com>

From: <sportbikerbabe@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Frances Scuteri-Moore 40 Emerald Ct, Satellite Beach, FL 32937
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<daviesrachel22.rd@gmail.com>

From: <daviesrachel22.rd@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 10:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rachel Davies 10697 1st way north St petersburg, FL 33716
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<freespirit85374@msn.com>

From: <freespirit85374@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 09:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Humans are destroying
everything. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Christine Slang
5715 E Ramada Rd Cottonwood, AZ 86326
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<sherri@maddickmedia.com>

From: <sherri@maddickmedia.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 09:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are free. Leave
them alone. Trophy hunting and hunters are the lowest forms of shit on earth It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, sherri maddick PO Box 82 New bedford, PA 16140
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<rogerewing@mac.com>

From: <rogerewing@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 09:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. compassion costs nothing
and says everything about a nation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Roger Ewing
5559 Colodny Drive Agoura Hills, CA 91301
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rosymo1@cox.net>

From: <rosymo1@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 09:16:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rosy Morales 30148 Avenida Tranquila Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275-4517
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<lrm114@hotmail.com>

From: <lrm114@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 09:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa McNany 112 Harrison Avenue Butler, PA 16001
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<LAPEL1985@gmail.com>

From: <LAPEL1985@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 09:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, LC Alexander
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<tamara@innovativedirectmail.com>

From: <tamara@innovativedirectmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 09:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. With so many beautiful
animals on the verge of extinction because of human selfishness trophy hunting has to end !! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, TaMara York
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<immortal1958@gmail.com>

From: <immortal1958@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christopher Panayi
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<cbrenman@unitedincentives.com>

From: <cbrenman@unitedincentives.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not
conversation, or sustainability, it's about profit for the higher end businesses and liaisons in this
process. If the lives of animals don't mean anything to you consider how disruptive this practice
is to local communities and does not help the hunters. Again, call this what it is its not
conservation it's another greed play that has devastating effects to animals, local communities,
and makes no impact at all on preserving biodiversity. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, C Brenman
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<rdtgjohnson@hotmail.com>

From: <rdtgjohnson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This would be a horrible
thing to happen in this country. Just like killing our wild horses and burros. Zinke calls wildlife
burdensome, and only wants them dead. Shameful. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rhonda Johnson
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<boonyarattaphun@gmail.com>

From: <boonyarattaphun@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:46:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ananya Boonyarattaphun
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<KINGFISH@gobeech.com>

From: <KINGFISH@gobeech.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:46:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, WILSON KING
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<Jenwinterwakeland@gmail.com>

From: <Jenwinterwakeland@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please ban trophy hunting
and encourage travel to these places. Wildlife is worth more alive than dead. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jen Wakeland
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jocelynepeiffer.d@gmail.com>

From: <Jocelynepeiffer.d@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Horror It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jocelyne Peiffer
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<branka.jelenic@gmail.com>

From: <branka.jelenic@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The next step of Humanity
must be and will be respect for the suffering animals , wild ones or those inslaved and tortured
by beeing food products. Nobody has the right to pay and than cruelly murder an innocent wild
animal. And its specially disgusting to do it over some "wildlife's agencies , who attract people to
travel somewhere in Africa and kill lured poor wild animal in cold blood , just for fun. So so cruel
and vicious . It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Branka Jelenic
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jm7o@andrew.cmu.edu>

From: <jm7o@andrew.cmu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julie Schampel
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nlyyaras@gmail.com>

From: <nlyyaras@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not establish
this council. There is no need for US citizens to be allowed to hunt these animals. The world
hates us enough without making it possible for wealthy Americans to travel to other countries to
hunt animals. The USFWS should be searching for ways to save animals, not destroy them. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nancy Yaras

<nlyyaras@gmail.com>

From: <nlyyaras@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not establish
this council. There is no need to make it possible for wealthy Americas to hunt trophy animals in
other countries. Your organization is supposed to help animals not assist in destroying them.
The world hates the USA enough without sending wealthy Americans all over to hunt animals.
This is a bad idea. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nancy Yaras
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sadie8882@gmail.com>

From: <sadie8882@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Bescript
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mols.marietherese@gmail.com>

From: <mols.marietherese@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marietherese Mols
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<stapley17@msn.com>

From: <stapley17@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is no need to allow
his kind of barbaric sport. Just because animals do not talk does not mean they don't feel pain.
It is time to stop this cruelty. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Eluned Stapley
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<dmdfct@gmail.com>

From: <dmdfct@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Let the animals live. If we
keep hunting them it won't belong until the only animals we have will be in pictures. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dennis Dougherty
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<marina.jirotka@cs.ox.ac.uk>

From: <marina.jirotka@cs.ox.ac.uk>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 08:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marina Jirotka
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<markdonnelly48@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <markdonnelly48@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:51:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mark Donnelly
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<albertina.guarascio@gmail.com>

From: <albertina.guarascio@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:51:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. wild animals are a rare and
precious richness we don't have to kill but protect and help to survive as much as possible. they
are already threatened from the reduction of their environment and from climat change. The
only turism we should promote, in the full respect of their wild life, is the ecoturism. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, albertina guarascio
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<karlamerinas@hotmail.es>

From: <karlamerinas@hotmail.es>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, karla antoñanzas
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<mia840@hotmail.fr>

From: <mia840@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Claudine MAMMERI
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<hhoudini44@live.com>

From: <hhoudini44@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is cruel
and inhumane. They aren't out in the wilderness they are inside fenced areas. That is cruel and
raised for death on greed. We need to stop these assaults on animals for profits and get back to
humane treatment. A trophy shouldn't be something that is fenced in. Nor should it be legal to
raise just for trophy hunting. Our society has to change to stop this kind of hunting practices
once and for all. I am all for a hunter going onto public land or private land and getting that
chance that you will get a big trophy buck or something to come by but not because they are
raised and in the fenced area just for that purpose that isn't hunting that is murdering a caged
animal. And why for a mount? Bragging rights? Everyone I have talked to as we hunt deer has
said they think it is absurd that people think it is "hunting" when they pay big bucks to go to a
company that has these animals fenced in with no way out and raised just for money. I hope this
stops. Didn't you learn anything about the out cry from public on the MN dentist ordeal? I hope
you stop all trophy hunting overseas and here where animals are caged for this purpose It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Theresa Hentges
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<conselocrespo1@gmail.com>

From: <conselocrespo1@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, consuelo crespo
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sharonlabreck@gmail.com>

From: <sharonlabreck@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:26:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The VAST majority of U.S.
citizens do NOT "sport or trophy" hunt. It's an archaic practice that "interferes" with nature which
in a cruel irony, is then touted as an activity that "supports" or "conserves" the very wildlife
hunted & killed. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sharon
Labreck



Conversation Contents
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<sanand125@gmail.com>

From: <sanand125@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:21:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sanand Dilip
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<biancamartina@web.de>

From: <biancamartina@web.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:21:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Martina Behla
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<Anderlsteffi@freenet.de>

From: <Anderlsteffi@freenet.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Stefanie Lugauer
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<belly-j@hotmail.com>

From: <belly-j@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:11:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, bellinda rolf-jansen
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<Bagelpower@gmail.com>

From: <Bagelpower@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:06:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy Hunting is not a
means for conservation. The U.S. government has no place in encouraging this deception nor
creating any committees, advisory groups, or policies in defense of Trophy Hunting. Our
government is not in the business of creating vacation packages to slaughter endangered
animals for fun. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Hannah Dwyer
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<hbi763@gmail.com>

From: <hbi763@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:06:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. BECAUSE I CARE!!! It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jill Madden
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<maryjane713@gmail.com>

From: <maryjane713@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:01:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kristin Lewis
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<sonjasyne@gmail.com>

From: <sonjasyne@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:01:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, sonja syne
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<pchigh@twcny.rr.com>

From: <pchigh@twcny.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 07:01:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is an
abomination that needs to end NOW. We should be making it as hard as possible to kill
endangered animals, not easier. Trophy hunting is one step up from serial killing, since serial
killers also keep trophies of their victims. Why would we want to encourage these people? We
should be locking them up. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Peg Coogan
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<skorpijalibra@gmail.com>

From: <skorpijalibra@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:56:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sladjana Ivanovic
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<steve.putrich@illinois.gov>

From: <steve.putrich@illinois.gov>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:56:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I have read the language
provided and agree with the reasons stated to discourage trophy hunting. Its a sickening in
practice that is not supported by the majority of Americans. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Steve Putrich
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<newmoon97@hotmail.com>

From: <newmoon97@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a
sport. It's sick and disgusting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, katie chong
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<oceanwarrioress@gmail.com>

From: <oceanwarrioress@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:36:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Terri Melloway
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<missrobyn@rcn.com>

From: <missrobyn@rcn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robyn Sharpe
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<astrid_1962@hotmail.com>

From: <astrid_1962@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, astrid v.d. geest
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Malpas.david@gmail.com>

From: <Malpas.david@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The creation of this council
will do nothing more than to fast track the decimation of thousands of animals that need to be
preserved for future generations. Allowing those that should be governed to instead do the
governing will allow for rampant corruption and manipulation of the system. Apparently
Secretary Zinke is almost done ruining America's wildlife and now desires to move onto the rest
of the world. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, David Malpas
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tiga31328@gmail.com>

From: <tiga31328@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is a ridiculous waste
of taxpayer monies. You need to worry about and address issues within our borders, not
support other countries. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Patrick Malone
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mick-wells@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <mick-wells@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gayle Wells
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<81carole@gmail.com>

From: <81carole@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carole Thirriard
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dovemtaz@gmail.com>

From: <dovemtaz@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not an
asset to local economies or the local ecosystem. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michele Frisella
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<moongazinghare@live.co.uk>

From: <moongazinghare@live.co.uk>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 06:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Majestic creatures belong
ALIVE in the wild--Humans who need to shoot them for "trophies" are lacking in their lives. Let
them meet and shoot each other!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lindsey Hare
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kcemay@hotmail.com>

From: <kcemay@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The message that trophy
hunting sends is that it is acceptable to kill animals for sport even if the animals are endangered
in the wild. Trophy hunters rarely kill just one species and seem to have little regard for the
conservation of any species/ It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kathleen May
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<Feheaney@gmail.com>

From: <Feheaney@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this
unnecessary slaughter... It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Christine
Sullivan
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Judy Hart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Judy Hart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not
wildlife conservation!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Judy Hart

Linda Moore <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Linda Moore <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please reconsider this.



Barbaric. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Linda Moore

Jeanelle Coutelle <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jeanelle Coutelle <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jeanelle Coutelle

john manion <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: john manion <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Re: The taking of innocent
animals lives. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, john manion

Tara Becker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tara Becker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The majority of Americans
(including responsible hunters) does not support trophy hunting. American taxpayer dollars
should not go to funding such atrocities. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one



is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Tara Becker

Jenifer Bemis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jenifer Bemis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is a disgusting
practice. It must end now. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jenifer Bemis

Shelley-marie poirier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Shelley-marie poirier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shelley-marie poirier

Aleta Streett-Leavy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Aleta Streett-Leavy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals have every right
to live. They are not for our entertainment and they sure aren't someone's trophy. Stop the
horrific trophy business! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Aleta Streett-
Leavy



Lori Urban <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lori Urban <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lori Urban

Brenda Costa <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Brenda Costa <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not
conservation and shouldn't be dressed to appear so. I support the protection and conservation
of endangered and threatened species. They need all the support we can give. Trophy hunting
is unsustainable and based on selfish greed. Depleting populations are already a major
concern. The natural beauty of our planet must be protected. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,



trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brenda Costa

Gwen Christopher <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gwen Christopher <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunters robs from
all of us. It's taking away our earth's most beautiful creatures. Trophy hunting is not a way of
conserving wildlife but a smokescreen for profiting from animals in the most selfish and
ludicrous way. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gwen
Christopher

Victoria Mathew <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Victoria Mathew <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Victoria Mathew

Vivian Rivera <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Vivian Rivera <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is still
killing animals inhumane not real conservation It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the



head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Vivian Rivera

Pat Butler <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Pat Butler <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is for the
small in both heart and penis! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Pat Butler

Cynthia Hull <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cynthia Hull <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:06:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cynthia Hull

Adrianne Schafer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Adrianne Schafer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:11:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Can this administration be
any worse? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Adrianne
Schafer

Cathy Crawford <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Cathy Crawford <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:11:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cathy Crawford

"J. Barrett" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: "J. Barrett" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:16:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I think it's a terrible idea to
promote trophy hunting. Help countries find other ways to stimulate their economy. Most of the
money involved in trophy hunting probably stays with corrupt officials. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.



No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, J. Barrett

whitewolf thorn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: whitewolf thorn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:26:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. stop all trophy hunting of
theextint if we let it be stop this u cowards It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
whitewolf thorn

Val Salmon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Val Salmon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. A massive step backwards
in conservation. There are few enough of endangered species already and more will hit the
endangered list if this is implemented . These are the worlds treasures to be protected for all not
cash cows for the few It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Val Salmon

Cinzia Amiconi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cinzia Amiconi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cinzia Amiconi



Debbie King <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Debbie King <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debbie King

Holly Smallwood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Holly Smallwood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Holly Smallwood

"Susan D. Lopez" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: "Susan D. Lopez" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan D. Lopez

Judith Neely <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Judith Neely <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judith Neely

Charlotte Vrancart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Charlotte Vrancart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Charlotte Vrancart



Susannah Gelbart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Susannah Gelbart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:41:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting has
nothing to do with conservation. Any organization taking money and allowing the rich to hunt is
not a benefit for the animals or the environment. It only benefits greedy organizations willing to
get money any way they can. No animal should be a trophy for another animal. No animal
should be hunted for sport! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susannah
Gelbart

Cecelia Camblin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cecelia Camblin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:41:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please assist in stopping
this inhumane practice.. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the



animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cecelia
Camblin

Cheri Pilant <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cheri Pilant <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:41:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not let the
Federal Government encourage Trophy Hunting. Some of the animals that will be targeted are
or should be on The Endangered Species List. There are many American Citizens who would
like to enjoy seeing these animals live in their natural surroundings. Please do not let these
animals be slaughtered into extinction. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Cheri Pilant

Kathleen Frances <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Kathleen Frances <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathleen Frances

Joseph Webster <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joseph Webster <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joseph Webster

Angelica Thorn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Angelica Thorn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Angelica Thorn

Luis Sanchez-Loyde <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Luis Sanchez-Loyde <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:16:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Luis Sanchez-Loyde

Cindy Gregory <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cindy Gregory <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am really shocked that
you would consider trophy hunting a form of conservation. Simple research shows that very little
money from the "fee" paid by the hunter actually goes back to conservation of the animals or the
area they live in. With so many animals being killed for their tusks, horns, skin, etc., many
species have seen a sharp decline in their numbers over recent years. Do you really want to
contribute to the extinction of these animals? You should really be ashamed. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cindy Gregory



Nattanant Vacharapan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nattanant Vacharapan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nattanant Vacharapan

Sammy Almaita <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sammy Almaita <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:26:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. As a wildlife advocate and
animal lover, I find the idea of a council that promotes trophy hunting by picking off the strongest
animals is not only reckless, but also cruel and irresponsible. When I was a kid, I often
wondered why some people hunt, with looking at history and documentaries, it's usually for food
and survival but to kill animals just for heads mounted on a wall or a pelt to decorate the floor of
a dining hall is just downright vicious. When Cecil the lion was lured out of his home and
slaughtered in cold blood, it opened my eyes and has helped me see trophy hunting for what it
is. It's a practice that's becoming more barabaric and outdated. I mean, in the old days, hunters
from Britain and the states going on safari in darkest Africa to Asia was fine. But now things are
different and I'm here to help stand up to this assault on our wildlife, even if I have to confront



Zinke and his cronies face to face. I don't believe that trophy hunting is conservation because it
only results in more deaths and to satisfy a self absorbed narcissist's thrust for innocent blood. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sammy Almaita

Evwlyn Betancojrt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Evwlyn Betancojrt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:26:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Evwlyn Betancojrt



Greg Jameson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Greg Jameson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:26:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Greg Jameson

Dawn Goodman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dawn Goodman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:36:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dawn Goodman

Laurie Cooney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Laurie Cooney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:41:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE DON'T LET
MONEY AND POLITICS DECIDE THE FUTURE OF WILDLIFE! SERIOUSLY!! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Laurie Cooney

Charmaine Sevy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Charmaine Sevy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Charmaine Sevy

Mary Rivas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mary Rivas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I do not want the United
States to encourage any type of trophy hunting. To have a so called wildlife conservation
counsel encourage this is in direct opposition to what their goal should be. This is wrong. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mary Rivas



Teresa Rivas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Teresa Rivas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. A conservation counsel is
supposed to protect animals not try to kill them. To say this is a conservation counsel is a
complete fraud. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Teresa Rivas

Saundra Price <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Saundra Price <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that



entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Saundra Price

Barbara glasgow <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbara glasgow <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. As a citizen of this country,
we have no right to encourage the destruction of wildlife in other countries. Forming a
committee to try to encourage this type of decimation worldwide is beyond abhorrent. Abandon
this committee before it starts. How shameful this is. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara glasgow

JENNY REEVES <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: JENNY REEVES <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:56:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE MAN AND
WOMEN DON'T HAVE THOPHY.WHY WOULD YOU ..?? WOULD YOU LIKE TO BE A
THOPHY ON THE WALL..?? NO YOU WOULDN'T NEVER FORGET THAT THEY ARE
BEAUTIFUL ANIMALS.IN MY CRYING EYES.???????? PLEASE USE YOUR HEART NOT
YOUR WOW THAT WOULD BE GREAT FOR THE HUNTERS..THANK U FOR YOUR
TIME.HAVE A NICE NIGHT GOD BLESS.??? .JR. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, JENNY REEVES

Adam Geragosian <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Adam Geragosian <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:56:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Adam Geragosian

Ki Paul <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ki Paul <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ki Paul

Lynne Roberts <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lynne Roberts <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I can't believe this has to
be discussed. What could possibly be right about killing animals for sport and the waste of their



precious lives for only their heads, tusks, etc. It is wrong! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynne Roberts

Kim Bates <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kim Bates <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am appalled that this
administration is yet again going further to destroy the wildlife that lives on this earth with us (not
for us). I urge you to reconsider this proposal and work to protect these species. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kim Bates



Marilyn Long <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marilyn Long <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing just for the sake of
being able to brag about it is disgusting. Trophy hunting should be banned. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marilyn Long

Janetta Carringer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Janetta Carringer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:41:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy Hunting is
sickening. Any Trophy Hunter's should be shot and their head on a wall of disgust. There is
absolutely no need for any Trophy Hunter's. The world would be a better place without these
disgusting people It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and



viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Janetta
Carringer

Susan Olson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Susan Olson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:41:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is the most disgusting
thing you've done in a long time. Do not waste my tax dollars trying to support other countries
killing of animals. What the hell!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Olson

Darla Tilley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Darla Tilley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 23:01:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Darla Tilley

Mary Kostanski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mary Kostanski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 23:21:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans



and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Kostanski

Ginger Hill <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ginger Hill <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 23:41:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Sooner than you think
humans will have destroyed all animals in the wild. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ginger Hill

Lea Lamb <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lea Lamb <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 23:46:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less



than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lea Lamb

Anita Rodal <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Anita Rodal <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 23:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anita Rodal

Cindy Palomino <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cindy Palomino <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 00:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cindy Palomino

Catherine Gaspard <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Catherine Gaspard <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 00:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the



desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Catherine Gaspard

jennifer duliakas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: jennifer duliakas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 00:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Photo Safari YES...Trophy
Hunting. NO!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, jennifer
duliakas

Linda Gonzales <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Linda Gonzales <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 00:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is barbaric
and inhumane. It should be banned worldwide. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.



An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Linda Gonzales

Lesley Mansbridge <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lesley Mansbridge <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 01:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. All animals have the right
to live. Trophy hunting is just an ego trip for heartless self obsessed people. Animals and
humans are born, To have a life, if a human is killed it's murder, if an animal is killed just For the
sake of it, it too is murder. It is shameful and the killers should be punished for their action.
Currently they are treated as heroes, how come ???? It has to stop and it has to be recognised
As a murderous act. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lesley
Mansbridge



Mandy Dickinson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mandy Dickinson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 01:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please oppose any and all
forms of trophy hunting. It is reprehensible and sends a terrible message to people who support
conservation. Arbitrarily killing important species is both irresponsible and reckless. It artificially
upsets natural selection. Most Americans are opposed to trophy hunting and only 6% actually
hunt. Hunting is on the decline. People realize there are better and more humane ways as a
society to help animals. Please abandon your plans to establish this council as it's an archaic
move. Get with the 21st century! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mandy
Dickinson

Alena Ikina <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alena Ikina <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 03:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than



dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alena Ikina

Sonny Griffin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sonny Griffin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 03:26:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sonny Griffin

denise torres <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: denise torres <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 03:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. these are beautiful animals
that have the right to a life. these trophy hunters dont care about the animals. they need to stop
this and find another hobby. please protect all the animals. so many are becoming extinct. thank
you. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, denise torres

Heidi Walderra <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Heidi Walderra <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 04:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote



conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Heidi Walderra

Rebecca Prochaska <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Rebecca Prochaska <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 04:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rebecca Prochaska

Caden DeLoach <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Caden DeLoach <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 04:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Caden DeLoach

Kathryn Sullivan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kathryn Sullivan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 04:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I do not agree with Trphy
hunting is just for the sake of killing. If people use the meat they kill to feed their family I can
understand that, bur killing just to kill no! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Kathryn Sullivan



"María José Jiménez Marín" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: "María José Jiménez Marín" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:06:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, María José Jiménez Marín

"Admin, DOI SPAM" <doi-spam-admin@doi.gov>

From: "Admin, DOI SPAM" <doi-spam-admin@doi.gov>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:43:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Subject: Fwd: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International
Wildlife Conservation Council

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Alena Ikina <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 3:06 AM
Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council
To: joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation
Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose.
The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US

mailto:mailagent@thesoftedge.com
mailto:joshua_winchell@fws.gov


citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an
effective nor an ethical method of conservation.

It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed.

Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem.

No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods.

Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of
most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council.

Sincerely,

Alena Ikina

"Admin, DOI SPAM" <doi-spam-admin@doi.gov>

From: "Admin, DOI SPAM" <doi-spam-admin@doi.gov>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:45:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Subject: Fwd: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International
Wildlife Conservation Council

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Alexandr Galushka <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Date: Sat, Nov 11, 2017 at 10:16 PM
Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council
To: joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation
Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose.

mailto:mailagent@thesoftedge.com
mailto:joshua_winchell@fws.gov


The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US
citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an
effective nor an ethical method of conservation.

It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed.

Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem.

No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods.

Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of
most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council.

Sincerely,

Alexandr Galushka

"Admin, DOI SPAM" <doi-spam-admin@doi.gov>

From: "Admin, DOI SPAM" <doi-spam-admin@doi.gov>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:46:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Subject: Fwd: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International
Wildlife Conservation Council

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ayten Manson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Date: Sat, Nov 11, 2017 at 4:11 PM
Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council
To: joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation

mailto:mailagent@thesoftedge.com
mailto:joshua_winchell@fws.gov


Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose.
The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US
citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an
effective nor an ethical method of conservation.

please stop!!

It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed.

Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem.

No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods.

Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of
most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council.

Sincerely,

Ayten Manson

"Admin, DOI SPAM" <doi-spam-admin@doi.gov>

From: "Admin, DOI SPAM" <doi-spam-admin@doi.gov>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:46:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Subject: Fwd: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International
Wildlife Conservation Council

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Kate Keen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Date: Fri, Nov 10, 2017 at 6:26 PM
Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council
To: joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Dear Mr. Winchell:

mailto:mailagent@thesoftedge.com
mailto:joshua_winchell@fws.gov


I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation
Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose.
The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US
citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an
effective nor an ethical method of conservation.

It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed.

Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem.

No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods.

Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of
most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council.

Sincerely,

Kate Keen



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<phil-sims2014@outlook.com>

From: <phil-sims2014@outlook.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, philip sims
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Annette.boecking@gmail.com>

From: <Annette.boecking@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Annette Böcking
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Kathleen O'Sullivan" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: "Kathleen O'Sullivan" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathleen O'Sullivan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Susanc80@gmail.com>

From: <Susanc80@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We have too many species
on the brink of extinction. Trophy hunting is disgusting and should be banned. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Diller
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Ladynred727@gmail.com>

From: <Ladynred727@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Donna Smith



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<guipnunes2@gmail.com>

From: <guipnunes2@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, maria nunes
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sasifra@hotmail.com>

From: <sasifra@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:06:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Franck Giuliani
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jetterathenow@web.de>

From: <jetterathenow@web.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janet Rathenow
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pietama@hotmail.com>

From: <pietama@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anne-Marie Piet
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<admin@chilla.com>

From: <admin@chilla.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. the excuses used, " we
use all the meat" for shooting defenceless animals, is pathetic. if you can look a helpless
creature in the eye and shoot it, says so much about that person as a human being. these are
the guys that would not hesitate to hurt another human being and yes, I've been there amounst
these hunters and they are not well guys. why encourage more sick human beings. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, allison longstaff
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<belly-j@hotmail.com>

From: <belly-j@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, bellinda rolf-jansen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kbnordmann@gmail.com>

From: <kbnordmann@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 05:01:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katharina Nordmann
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<furrycub@gmx.co.uk>

From: <furrycub@gmx.co.uk>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 04:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Simon Adams
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lilaskoubri@gmail.com>

From: <lilaskoubri@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 04:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop hte worthless
trophy hunting. There is not any reason or need to kill animals! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eva Exarchou
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<any_rut@hotmail.com>

From: <any_rut@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 04:46:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Analia rut Perez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<art4peace@hawaii.rr.com>

From: <art4peace@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 04:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Roberta Swanson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jacwayne@rochester.rr.com>

From: <jacwayne@rochester.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 04:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jacqui Lipschitz
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ladymshealy@gmail.com>

From: <ladymshealy@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 04:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melody Shealy
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cbmedia@earthlink.net>

From: <cbmedia@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 03:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop the useless
slaughter. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Constance
Barrett
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tracey_pee@hotmail.com>

From: <tracey_pee@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 03:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This brutal, bloodthirsty
atrocity that, somehow, passes for 'sport' must be banned. It has no place in modern life or in
any country that sees itself as civilised. Protection of wildlife, and humane management, should
management of any kind be necessary, should be our aim. Animals are not 'things' to treat in
any monstrous way that vile, bored, selfish humans can think up. Stop this now. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tracey Purnell
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<fantuzziilaria.95@gmail.com>

From: <fantuzziilaria.95@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 03:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ilaria Fantuzzi



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<alisoneasom@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <alisoneasom@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 03:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alison Easom
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Nik.hadjieva@abv.bg>

From: <Nik.hadjieva@abv.bg>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 03:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicole Hadjieva
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<justmesuzanne@hotmail.com>

From: <justmesuzanne@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 03:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This announcement
underscores Secretary Zinke's desire to prioritize the demands of wildlife exploiters above the
desires of the majority of Americans who favor effective conservation policy. Trophy hunting is
not a sustainable or ethical form of preserving biodiversity. Besides the fact that trophy hunting
demeans the inherent worth of the animals, typically very little of the hunters' money goes to
local communities and charismatic wildlife is worth more alive as a tourist attraction.
Furthermore, picking off the strongest members of a population--often the trophy hunters'
targets--can have devastating ripple effects. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Suzanne Bennett
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Desireelovill@gmail.com>

From: <Desireelovill@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 03:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Desiree West



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<roxanamoyac@gmail.com>

From: <roxanamoyac@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 03:26:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Roxana Moya
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<adnerbremlap@att.net>

From: <adnerbremlap@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 03:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brenda Palmer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Manuelalopes1949@gmail.com>

From: <Manuelalopes1949@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 03:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop the hunting. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Maria Lopes
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Alexandra.Juvancic@gmail.com>

From: <Alexandra.Juvancic@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 02:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alexandra Juvancic
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<magalij@live.be>

From: <magalij@live.be>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 02:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Magali Jonet
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kalona_love@hotmail.com>

From: <Kalona_love@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 02:26:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sharon Too
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sabine.stiker@web.de>

From: <sabine.stiker@web.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 02:16:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop it !! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sabine Möhler
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bimbabe@gmail.com>

From: <bimbabe@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 02:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marisa Besteiro
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kinney7327@gmail.com>

From: <kinney7327@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 02:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ann Kinney
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<avl5787@gmail.com>

From: <avl5787@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 02:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, andreas vlasiadis
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Anja.friemann@freenet.de>

From: <Anja.friemann@freenet.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 02:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop these animal cruelity!
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Anja Friemann
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<twegner1@gmx.net>

From: <twegner1@gmx.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 02:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, thomas wegner
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<luvic.slegers@gmail.com>

From: <luvic.slegers@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 01:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop animal abuse an
cruelty!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Luvic Slegers
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Cecile.foucquart@hotmail.fr>

From: <Cecile.foucquart@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 01:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Foucquart Cecile
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Yvonneallen@bellsouth.net>

From: <Yvonneallen@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 01:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Yvonne Allen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<judrees@hotmail.com>

From: <judrees@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 01:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judy Rees



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<katsampson333@gmail.com>

From: <katsampson333@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 01:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, katherine Sampson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pattounet62@hotmail.fr>

From: <pattounet62@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 01:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patrice Leroux
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<barbaralilly87@gmail.com>

From: <barbaralilly87@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 01:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. stop hunting animals It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, barbara lilly
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Pnsuwanchote@gmail.com>

From: <Pnsuwanchote@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 00:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned
about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US
Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this
council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to
foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. This is Unacceptable, please do not make the country a worst
place. Don't be a trump and be better. Please abandon this idea. Save what we have left. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nut Suwanchote
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<britt.lilja@hotmail.com>

From: <britt.lilja@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 00:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is so wrong! We live
in 2017 and do not need to kill for food or fur anymore. Also I must remind you all about ~ cause
and effect. Which means that whatever you do to another living being comes back to yourself -
so in the end you will have to reap what you sow. Whether you believe this or not, it's the truth
and works on individuals as well as collective. I'm afraid there's no escape from this and also we
are here to care for our animals not kill them! Many are also endangered. Greetings from
Sweden. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, britt lilja
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<melekkorel@hotmail.com>

From: <melekkorel@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 00:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, melek korel



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kwiley16@hotmail.com>

From: <kwiley16@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 00:31:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kimberly Wiley
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<wolfgang.zang@roprogmbh.de>

From: <wolfgang.zang@roprogmbh.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 00:31:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Wolfgang Zang
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<tierschutz@roprogmbh.de>

From: <tierschutz@roprogmbh.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 00:31:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rosi Zang
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<Maridelsol34@gmail.com>

From: <Maridelsol34@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 00:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mari Dominguez
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<leslieannperetsky@gmail.com>

From: <leslieannperetsky@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 00:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I can't believe something
as abominable as this is,even up for consideration while so many species are being hunted to
extinction with loss of habitat and so no consideration is being shown to the species or the
millions of people who want all animal species to remain alive and well on Planet Earth for
future generations,to behold. Hate to mention to you that the hunter,gatherer period of history
has long since passed and the rest of us only want to have the opportunity to take a camera
shot of creatures in the wilderness and do not want either the animal or themselves to be caught
in the cross hairs of the gun carrying primitive form if humanity that does not realize that hunters
are no longer needed, they create tremendous imbalances in Nature and are robbing creatures
of their lives. Creatures that are needed for ecological balance at a time where the primitive
mindset of exploitation and utter disrespect for life and our natural resources are out of control
fueled by uncheckeded greed that is creating horrible desolation and misery for many. Is it not
time to join the human race and put down your guns and admit that this is a huge mistake and
realize that all of life deserves to live and it's a huge insult to life itself that you define any living
creature as an object, as a trophy. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Leslie Peretsky
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<justakruger1@gmail.com>

From: <justakruger1@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 00:21:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I live in Africa and trophy
hunting has no conservation value or value to the local economies. American trophy hunters are
decimating Africa's wildlife especially lions, cheetah, giraffes (which are facing a silent
extinction), elephants, rhinos and leopards. All of these animals populations had plummeted due
to hunting and poaching. There is only 3,000 wild lions left in Africa of which 2,500 are males.
Elephants cannot reproduce at the rate they are being hunted and poached. Every 15 minutes
an elephant is poached in Africa. No census was ever done on leopard populations in Africa but
they are still getting hunted at an alarming rate. Not even to speak about rhinos. There is only
7,000 cheetahs left in Africa of which less than 2,000 reside in Namibia and less than 170 in
Zimbabwe but these two countries still issue permits for them to be hunted. The contribution
trophy hunting makes to local communities are less than 3%. The money paid go straight into
the pockets of the hunting outfits and government officials pockets. Please we are in the Sixth
Extinction, I beg you not to encourage trophy hunting. I want my children and grand children to
see these animals alive in their natural habitat, not only pictures in books. We are losing our
animals at an alarming rate. This cannot continue. These animals have too much to content with
as it is. Climate change, poaching, hunting, bush meat, animal-wildlife conflict, human
encroaching on their habitat. Eco-tourism bring in more money at this stage than trophy hunting.
Cecil, Xanda and Xanda's brother could have been photographed a thousand times and bring in
much needed funds to Hwange but they are now dead. The fact that permits are given to hunt
lions at age six and over is madness. These lions are in their pride, they head prides and have
cubs. As Brent Stapelkamp states " trophy hunting of lions should not be allowed at all. They are
to vulnerable, the ripple effect on the pride too big to hunt any lion." American hunters alone
have imported 126,000 individual animal trophies annually and have killed 1,26 million animals
from 2005-2014 in Africa alone. Most Africans do not want trophy hunters as they say they
benefit more from eco-tourism. Please take time to read this scientific research paper on the
effects of trophy hunting on Africa's iconic species. The outdated saying that says : "If it pays it
stays, should be changed to : "If it stays it pays." I thank
you.https://conservationaction.co.za/resources/reports/effects-trophy-hunting-five-africas-iconic-
wild-animal-populations-six-countries-analysis/ It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,



strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Justa Kruger
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Cnnavinbachan26@gmail.com>

From: <Cnnavinbachan26@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 00:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Naveen Chilakapati
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<abhinav.goel89@gmail.com>

From: <abhinav.goel89@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 13 2017 00:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Abhinav Goel
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<suzieholden@hotmail.com>

From: <suzieholden@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 23:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Suzanne Holden
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Perry_mac@icloud.com>

From: <Perry_mac@icloud.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 23:41:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Think It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Perry De decker
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bocourt.valerie@gmail.com>

From: <bocourt.valerie@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 23:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, valerie bocourt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lalouve56@gmx.fr>

From: <Lalouve56@gmx.fr>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 23:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Véronique BANDA
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Nandyakarina07@gmail.com>

From: <Nandyakarina07@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 23:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting need to
stop. Like for real. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nandya Karina



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<angelika.c.peter@gmail.com>

From: <angelika.c.peter@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 23:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Angelika Peter
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<gelenkomaria2@gmail.com>

From: <gelenkomaria2@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 23:11:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, ??????? ?????
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<doxiedogs@msn.com>

From: <doxiedogs@msn.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:56:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is a heinous, cruel
"sport." No one should be able to kill another living animal for nothing! Put an end to it, please! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Robin Seagrave
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<bsjoerdsma1960@kpnmail.nl>

From: <bsjoerdsma1960@kpnmail.nl>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:56:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bartha Sjoerdsma
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<claudia.tuechler@gmx.at>

From: <claudia.tuechler@gmx.at>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Claudia Tüchler
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<Maassjosh07@gmail.com>

From: <Maassjosh07@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is completely wrong
and absurd. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Josh Maass
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<d8104@t-online.de>

From: <d8104@t-online.de>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:41:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Daniel Reis
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<nikkinashmusic@gmail.com>

From: <nikkinashmusic@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:41:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. 95% of Americans DON'T
hunt. Trophy hunting is NOT hunting. Real hunting is ONLY subsistence hunting. The
overwhelming majority of Americans are vehemently opposed to trophy hunting and think it
should be banned. It ONLY promotes violence and satisfies sadistic sociopathic Satanic violent
urges in the deviant few; who are a threat/danger to civilized society. The ONLY difference
between a serial killer and a trophy hunter is the species of their victims. I have a degree in
Psychology and have counseled at risk youth . Any FBI profiler can verify the connection. It's
NOT a sport or game; as sports and games ONLY involve willing participants. This must STOP;
NOT be encouraged to expand for the sadistic sociopathic Satanic deviant few. Killing Children
of God for fun should be punishable by life imprisonment without the possibility of parole. I
DON'T believe in the death penalty. Thou shalt not KILL! We the people are vehemently
opposed! U r fired for this! Killing is NOT conservation. Killing is murder. To say otherwise is a
lie. Satan is the father of lies. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nikki Nafziger
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pigsaflyin@hotmail.com>

From: <pigsaflyin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:41:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Fiona Brown
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<diesel_milano@hotmail.com>

From: <diesel_milano@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chris langer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tyralowell@charter.net>

From: <tyralowell@charter.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:36:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am opposed to the
formation and implementation of the "International Wildlife Conservation Council." I seriously
doubt this is what the USFWS was created to do and, if so, it is disgusting and a waste of
taxpayer funds. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tyra Lowell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Janneedler@comcast.net>

From: <Janneedler@comcast.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:36:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop the idea of this
council -NO trophy hunting -the majority of American Taxpayers do not approve of any sort of
trophy hunting -- This is cruel and not hunting -listen to the people please It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Janet Needler
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<sallylowell@charter.net>

From: <sallylowell@charter.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Secretary Zinke's
certification notwithstanding, I can find no justification for the establishment of this so-called
International Wildlife Conservation Council. It would simply encourage additional slaughter of
living creatures, many of whom are already on the brink of extinction. Thank you. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sally Lowell
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<kemuelle@att.net>

From: <kemuelle@att.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am strongly opposed to
trophy hunting and feel that we need to do everything to conserve these beautiful animals
before they're gone. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kerstin Mueller
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<Loriekoon@gmail.com>

From: <Loriekoon@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is
sanctioned premeditated murder. These animals are integral to the continuation and health of
these species. The killers take the best and strongest animals causing irreparable harm to the
whole herd or pack etc... These people must be stopped. No more trophy killing! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lori Koon
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lisa@milibra.net>

From: <lisa@milibra.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animal cruelty needs to
stop. It is horrific! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lisa Brazil
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<amandelblum@gmail.com>

From: <amandelblum@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am not going to make this
long, is very simple, please leave the wildlife wild, stop the insanity and the murders of innocent
animals, trophy hunting is AGAINST of conservation It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alejandra Mandelblum
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<Catielott@gmail.com>

From: <Catielott@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 22:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Catie Lott
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<viochitafea@gmail.com>

From: <viochitafea@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Viochita Fea
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<Lilianaclaudia68@gmail.com>

From: <Lilianaclaudia68@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:56:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Liliana Fiorini
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<Marcasigs@gmail.com>

From: <Marcasigs@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marca Leigh
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<smaqck@gmail.com>

From: <smaqck@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, S Clark
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<Dino387@gmail.com>

From: <Dino387@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brett Palladino
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<karinyehling@me.com>

From: <karinyehling@me.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting does not
belong anywhere, anytime!! Animals have enough trouble surviving without human
interference!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Karin Yehling
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<leslene@lagroup.co.za>

From: <leslene@lagroup.co.za>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The earth does not belong
to the disgusting human race, but also to every living creature, and we do not have the right to
hunt and kill them for fun. I wish I could take up arms and hunt down the scourge of sub humans
that doe these cruel and barbaric things. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Leslene Dunn
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<Mtwrivas@verizon.net>

From: <Mtwrivas@verizon.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Will Rivas
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<Achilee@gmail.com>

From: <Achilee@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Akilee Kelonia
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<kyle.hardwick@outlook.com>

From: <kyle.hardwick@outlook.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. FUCK ALL HUNTERS!!!
They're SCUM OF THE EARTH!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kyle Hardwick
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<maynj777@hotmail.com>

From: <maynj777@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not let this
council promote trophy hunting as a viable method of conservation! It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa Johnson
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<Beytee@comcast.net>

From: <Beytee@comcast.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lorik Bernstein
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<1sunsu@gmail.com>

From: <1sunsu@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Be a decent human being,
and remember that we are guests on this earth, it is not ours to destroy. We are one group of
creatures, do not pretend that we are the only creatures who live here. You have no right to
allow this complete lack of humanity and respect for living things. Don't be another reason this
world is falling apart. DO NOT ALLOW TROPHY HUNTING. If it's illegal to kill other human
beings, it should be illegal to kill living beings in general!!! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Danielle King
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<pepperjane@netzero.com>

From: <pepperjane@netzero.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:01:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, anthea nicholas
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<wsb70@comcast.net>

From: <wsb70@comcast.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 21:01:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Wanda Ballentine
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<stephaniehorseman@gmail.com>

From: <stephaniehorseman@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This need to be stop killing
wildlife It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Stephanie Horseman
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<vm.fior@gmail.com>

From: <vm.fior@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Dear USFWS, I am deeply
concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and
urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal
of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling
to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Virginia Fior It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the



demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Virginia Fior
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<emekte@gmail.com>

From: <emekte@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting is cruel,
unnecessary, barbaric, old fashion. Evolve! This is 21st century. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, emek felekoglu
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<valbear.vb69@gmail.com>

From: <valbear.vb69@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:16:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why shoot something you
supposedly want to protect? 1. Trophy hunting can hurt the overall population of a species
Though hunting groups often claim that a small amount of controlled trophy hunting does not
harm populations, the opposite appears to be true. In the case of African lions, "Approximately
600 lions are killed every year on trophy hunts, including lions in populations that are already
declining from other threats...The adult male lion is the most sought-after trophy by wealthy
foreign hunters. And when an adult male lion is killed, the destabilization of that lion's pride can
lead to more lion deaths as outside males compete to take over the pride," reports Jeff Flocken
for National Geographic. Wolf hunting has been filled with controversy - wolves were recently
removed from the endangered species list in some areas, , and soon after, hunting for trophies
followed. Professor John Vucetich, a conservation biologist, said, 'There is no scientific
evidence wolves need to be hunted.' He added: 'It's not common sense to spend decades
bringing the wolf back from the brink of extinction, only to begin killing the animal.'" It seems that
there would be less destructive ways to conserve a species, specifically, one that doesn't
involve putting a price on their head. 2. Does it really bring in money to help the animals and
local communities? A study on the economic benefit behind lion hunting in Africa concluded,
"The suggestion that trophy hunting plays a significant role in African economic development is
misguided...Revenues constitute only a fraction of a percent of GDP and almost none of that
ever reaches rural communities." Dr. Naomi Rose agrees as stated on the HSUS blog,
"Regarding the statement that trophy hunters do a lot for conservation, it's true that some
portion of some hunters' fees goes to conservation in some countries, but it's rarely the major
source of conservation funding. Usually middlemen--commercial outfitters--take the lion's share
of sport hunting proceeds and local communities and conservation and management agencies
get the dregs." 3. Trophy hunting is elitist Since trophy hunting for "big game" usually takes
place in more remote locations in which people need to fly into, or charter transportation, it's not
really an activity that's open to anyone. Not that having it open to more people would make it
any better, but trophy hunting tends to be richer people going out for the thrill of the chase -
under the guise of conservation. For example, the Trump brothers came under fire after
photographs of them with animals they had killed in Africa surfaced. Mother Nature News
reported that there are many other ways the brothers could have helped the people of
Zimbabwe, rather than hunting and killing animals. True conservation activities should involve
the local community in a way that is sustainable, and trophy hunting does not accomplish this
ideal. 4. Trophy hunting can be linked to poaching If trophy hunting were to ever hope to be
known as "conservation," there would have to be extremely close monitoring by scientific and
state bodies regarding the health and legality of the hunt. While a certain amount of regulation



does take place, it is not enough to prevent the possibility of trophy hunts being used as cover
for poaching. According to a report "The Myth of Trophy Hunting" by Save African Animals,
"Opening up even a limited legal trade creates a smokescreen for poachers which is almost
impossible to police. Prior to 1986, when the whaling moratorium was introduced, legal quotas
were widely used as cover for poaching, driving some species near to extinction. The same is
happening with trophy hunting of endangered species." The hunting of animals for trophies,
especially large game animals, can lead to a slippery slope in which the animals are the victims.
The report also includes more information on the many issues behind trophy hunting. 5.
Financial incentives can hurt the population of a species Monitoring the population of a species
takes a lot of resources for conservation groups and governments. It is possible that
misinformation can lead to incorrect reporting of numbers to encourage hunting, or the financial
benefits of continued hunting lead groups to inflate their reported numbers. Dr. Naomi Rose, a
marine mammal biologist, explains "...Sport hunters' fees put economic pressure on managers
to inflate hunting quotas beyond sustainable levels...Despite what science and common sense
said, the quotas were increased and the [population of] bears declined." The infamous
Canadian seal hunt is the largest slaughter of marine mammals per year, and the seals are
used for their fur and other body parts. Sea Shepherd reports that, "There is no scientific
justification for these quotas as the seal counting techniques used amount to little more than
guesswork. Further, Canadian author and naturalist...Farley Mowat, estimates that for every
seal landed, another is shot and lost under the ice, not to be included in the count. According to
the Canadian government, the hunt will not harm seal populations, however, the facts dispute
their unfounded claim." Some humane ways that you can help protect animals include:Simple
eco-tourism - instead of going to shoot big game, why not take a trip to simply appreciate these
animals in their natural state?Habitat protection - Visit national and international protected parks
or contribute to these organizations.Support organizations like the World Society for the
Protection of Animals and the World Wildlife Fund that are working towards conservation that
doesn't include killing. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Valerie Bear

<valbear.vb69@gmail.com>

From: <valbear.vb69@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. . I find this an extremely
destructive and offensive act of inhumanity to appease elite sportsmen groups,that have no
regard for the well being of ecosystems and the vital chain of life , or for endangered species ,
and am utterly appaulled ,that this could be allowed to happen. It is not conservation and is
unnecessary and dispicable and was not put to a vote . These creatures play an important role
in nature and can hardly be considered game. They are not placed on the planet to end up as
trophies and this should not be permitted, however the fact that this could even be a
consideration is sickening, and horrific to say the least. Stop destroying endangered species. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Valerie Bear
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ll.albers1816@gmail.com>

From: <ll.albers1816@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is barbaric, and sick.
You have to question our place in the world when people let this continue. Do the right thing and
stop this stupidity. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lauri Albers
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<donnamarietromans@gmail.com>

From: <donnamarietromans@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Donna Tromans
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<whicks90@hotmail.com>

From: <whicks90@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:41:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This practice is in no way a
form of conservation. Please do NOT serve this group of people who enjoy killing for a thrill. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Wendy Hicks
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Ljkarlan@gmail.com>

From: <Ljkarlan@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:36:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop trophy hunting
of all animals. These animals are innocent and do not deserve to be killed. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lisa Karlan
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<Michelle.Davis@smwc.edu>

From: <Michelle.Davis@smwc.edu>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:36:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
or condone trophy hunting. Animals deserve compassion and mercy from humans, not to be
hunted and killed. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Michelle Davis
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<urdchan@gmail.com>

From: <urdchan@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:31:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Szymoniak
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<Lindaaron46@gmail.com>

From: <Lindaaron46@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:31:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting does not
improve conservation of diminishing animal species. Lions, elephants & giraffe populations are
all declining. Allowing an increase of trophy hunting will just diminish them faster. We can not
condone the killing of these animals. Please do not make this change!! It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Aron
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<Jharvath630@hotmail.com>

From: <Jharvath630@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This senseless, cruel
killing must be stopped. Trophy killing is wrong on every level and has to end. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Janet Harvath
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<Swartz.katy@gmail.com>

From: <Swartz.katy@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katy Swartz
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<czbos878@gmail.com>

From: <czbos878@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cara Z
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jogirl923@gmail.com>

From: <Jogirl923@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This absolutely breaks my
heart. These animals are so beautiful. Why not try to make money off of shooting them with a
camera so that future generations can see these animals alive instead of in a history book. All
because of human greed. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Billie Korp
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Mizhellfire1028@gmail.com>

From: <Mizhellfire1028@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Terrorizing and murdering
animals for so-called "sport" and for disgusting trophies is depraved serial rapist, serial killer,
and child molester mentality. Psychopath humans who stalk other humans and make them their
prey, their victims, and their trophies are thrown in prison and given life and even death
sentences. Why is the government promoting this same sick mentality and treatment of our
precious wildlife? They are intelligent and sentient beings who deserve to live without fear of
being targeted by disgusting humans for their hides, heads and other body parts. Our wildlife is
in danger of becoming extinct. Their habitats are shrinking thanks to human overpopulation and
encroachment. And our govenment thinks allowing people to murder them for funsies is
"conservation"??? Killing is NOT conservation! Enough is enough. There is a very small
percentage of mentally ill subhumans who find pleasure and joy in wildlife terrorism and making
animals suffer and die. Normal and evolved humans with souls and respect and compassion
toward other living beings do not condone this. Is our government going to make child rape and
molestation legal? Is our government going to make murder legal? Because that is what trophy
hunting is. Sport and trophy hunters are murderers and poachers. They are diabolical and their
behavior should not be encouraged and legalized. Our animal kingdom is shrinking and killing
these innoceny creatures is NOT the answer to conserving them. The only species whose
numbers need to be managed are HUMANS. Hey, why not send these sick and sadistic trophy
and sport hunters to go hunt terror cells such as ISIS and Al-Qaeda? Let them take on other
armed sickos and make it a fair fight. Maybe these hunter idiots can actually do some good
instead of picking on the innocent, defenseless and voiceless! Leave our wildlife alone!!
Conserving means PROTECTING, not handing our permits to sadistic s.o.b.'s to murder them
and mount their body parts on their nasty walls. Show that we're EVOLVED, not regressing to
knuckle-dragging neanderthal idiots out for blood. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote



conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Veronica Barragan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mosey1963@juno.com>

From: <mosey1963@juno.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maureen Hannaway
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bta_fr@hotmail.com>

From: <bta_fr@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bta Farah
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lmstadler16@gmail.com>

From: <Lmstadler16@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 20:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Promoting international
trophy hunting is not conservation. This is just another excuse for wealthy trophy hunters to
senselessly kill and add imperiled species to their personal collections. It would be an absolutely
disgrace if the US walked away from the responsibility of doing everything possible to safeguard
the survival of some of Africa's most endangered wildlife. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Loretta Stadler



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Broma2200@gmail.com>

From: <Broma2200@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Innocent animals do not
deserve to die because one enjoys having bones on his mantle or fur under her feet. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kiran Rom
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rhendershot@fuse.net>

From: <rhendershot@fuse.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kim Hendershot



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Cloop_4@hotmail.com>

From: <Cloop_4@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christine Loop
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<samantha.dixon1@bigpond.com>

From: <samantha.dixon1@bigpond.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sam Dixon
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kderegib@upenn.edu>

From: <Kderegib@upenn.edu>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am astonished that you
would try to promote this as a means of conservation. Trophy hunting is the exact opposite of
conservation. How dare you try to pass this off as such, sacrificing the limited resources of all
for the sick pleasure of a few. Please do not allow the creation of this misguided council.
Sincerely, K Deregibus It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kate Deregibus
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<brendahinckley@icloud.com>

From: <brendahinckley@icloud.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brenda Hinckley
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<zenturya-lux@hotmail.com>

From: <zenturya-lux@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:41:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, nohelia quispe
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<martin092201@hotmail.com>

From: <martin092201@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:41:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is cruel and
unnecessary for survival. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jen Martin
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<michellehmackenzie@gmail.com>

From: <michellehmackenzie@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:41:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michelle MacKenzie
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<brugmansia123@gmail.com>

From: <brugmansia123@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is wrong! For so many
reasons. Trophy hunting is an abomination, where ever it is done. This should not be supported
or encouraged. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Miriam Ascher
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<helpanimals46@outlook.com>

From: <helpanimals46@outlook.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. As a Canadian, I find this
news utterly shocking and distressing. When did killing animals for vanity and greed become
morally acceptable? Is this what the U.S. now stands for? I urge the USFWS to delete this
proposal and to lead by example. Animals are the most oppressed living creatures on the
planet. Thank you. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sophie
Debbane
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<shortycat102@hotmail.com>

From: <shortycat102@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is no benefit to
hunting except for those of you taking bribes to promote this. This has to stop, you are causing
the extinction of the species you should be saving. If you cannot do your jobs properly you need
to go and let people who understand the importance of these animals to our world take over.
This is a horrible misuse of your power, please stop. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patricia Dunne
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<Debraspeas@icloud.com>

From: <Debraspeas@icloud.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Only politicians would think
that trophy hunting and conservation belong together, but then your the group that spends
millions to shot from helicopters and poison wild life in our parks so private cattle men can graze
their herds In the parks! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Debra Speas
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<Silbotil73@gmail.com>

From: <Silbotil73@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Basta yaaa de crueldad y
abuso a los animalitos NO A LA CAZA?? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sil
Botil
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<tjandersen@gmail.com>

From: <tjandersen@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We should be doing
everything within our power to shut trophy hunting down. Not make it easier to import, carcases.
How can you ensure you aren't enabling the extinction of multiple species? This is a disgrace. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Thomas Andersen
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<danniechan@lycos.com>

From: <danniechan@lycos.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Humans share this planet
with literally millions of other animal species. We do not have dominion over any of them and
must learn to co-exist peacefully alongside all animals. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Danny Chan
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<sherylfiore@gmail.com>

From: <sherylfiore@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sheryl Fiore
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<Lanavana@hotmail.com>

From: <Lanavana@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Vee Noult
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<jenniferk123@hotmail.com>

From: <jenniferk123@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Keys
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<ngg@gaea.co.uk>

From: <ngg@gaea.co.uk>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy Hunting make
claims to be economically positive to local people, to only take old animals - it's clearly false on
both counts. They take prime animals as they need to pose and place the head on the wall.
There aren't so many old non breeding annals as they want to claim. A dead animal isn't
economically valuable when the same animal can be photographed by tourists - living- multiple
times. The arguments that it's meat to people is of no use if finally they have nothing. Trophy
hunting is selfish greed by the few. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nigel
Goodman
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<twright57e@gmail.com>

From: <twright57e@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Teri Wright
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<janine.vinton@mail.com>

From: <janine.vinton@mail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 19:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janine Vinton
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<aaamalone@msn.com>

From: <aaamalone@msn.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:56:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. These animals play a
crucial role in providing diversity on the planet. Diversity keeps the earth that we depend on
healthy. It is time to protect these creature as valuable resources instead of exploiting them for
the "entertainment" of a small segment of the population. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Annie Malone
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<kjc60779@gmail.com>

From: <kjc60779@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals throughout the
world are facing extinction. As one goes, so goes all. Stop the Trophy Hunting. It is NOT
sustainable!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kay Callahan
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<marilyn.williams.69@icloud.com>

From: <marilyn.williams.69@icloud.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Murdering innocent
animals is not conservation because so many are near extinction already. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marilyn Williams
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<rebeccabasaure@hotmail.com>

From: <rebeccabasaure@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:46:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Wild animals are
vulnerable and struggling to survive in the wild do to overpopulation and lack governmental laws
that protect them. Enabling trophy hunting gives the wrong message in the fight to protect these
already endangered species. Please help us protect and conserve these animals and don't
encourage trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rebecca
Basaure
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<su.allen50@gmail.com>

From: <su.allen50@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:46:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The last thing we need is
to encourage more trophy hunting. This is cruel, especially when we're talking about so many
animals that are endangered to the point of extinction! #DoYourJob #StopTakingBribes
#NoTrophyHunting #NoHunting #AnimalsFirst It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Susan Allen
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<judyflaherty598@gmail.net>

From: <judyflaherty598@gmail.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:46:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is just wrong unless
you plan on shooting with a camera. I say NO It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Judy Flaherty
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<agarrity123@hotmail.com>

From: <agarrity123@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:46:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, A Garrity
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<cefletch@umich.edu>

From: <cefletch@umich.edu>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:46:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The majority of people do
not hunt. Furthermore, like me they find trophy hunting to be particularly repulsive. I vehemently
oppose having my tax dollars spent to promote trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Fletcher
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<valleerose@care2.com>

From: <valleerose@care2.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop trophy
hunting! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Vallee Rose
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<linda.maslin@comcast.net>

From: <linda.maslin@comcast.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. When did we as a society
go back to the Dark Ages? Trophy hunting is cruel and barbaric and must never be encouraged!
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Linda Maslin
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<sentola@comcast.net>

From: <sentola@comcast.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Zito
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<gbjbooboo@gmail.com>

From: <gbjbooboo@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. All wild animals deserve a
life of freedom. None were meant to be trophies. If you are going to kill them please EAT them.
Lions, tigers and all other animals. I think there should be a law, if you kill it you MUST EAT IT!
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Becky Harris
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<Cking11811@gmail.com>

From: <Cking11811@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Catherine King
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sabrinaeubanks669@gmail.com>

From: <sabrinaeubanks669@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sabrina Eubanks
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mypersacct@hotmail.com>

From: <mypersacct@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting should
NOT be allowed!!! Please do NOT allow a council to be formed that will allow hunters of any
kind to trophy hunt any species of any kind. These hunter are using these meetings, and/or
councils to tear a part the Endangered Species Act. ESA was established to protect wildlife from
near extinction. The ESA is NOT to be used in favor of the hunters need to kill, mame, and
brutalize the very species the ESA is there to protect!!! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, BeeJaye Jones
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<armostacie@hotmail.com>

From: <armostacie@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, STACIE CHARLEBOIS
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ednardone@hotmail.com>

From: <ednardone@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eddie Nardone
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<southlac@att.net>

From: <southlac@att.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:31:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Scherpenisse
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<danielehalle2@hotmail.com>

From: <danielehalle2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:31:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Compassion,, have some,
animals have right too It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Daniele Halle
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<tschannlee@msn.com>

From: <tschannlee@msn.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:26:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Taking this step in the
WRONG DIRECTION IS DISGRACEFUL AND DISGUSTING! ONLY PEOPLE WHO DO NOT
HAVE ETHICS, MORALS AND SCRUPLES WOULD EVEN CONSIDER SUCH A HORRIBLE
THING. I AM OUTRAGED THAT THE GOVERNMENT OF MY AMERICA WOULD STOOP SO
LOW AS TO EVEN CONSIDER SUCH A HORRIBLE IDEA! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nancy Loftin
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<hoepagirl@gmail.com>

From: <hoepagirl@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:26:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Natalie Van Leekwijck
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<amber.elizabeth38@gmail.com>

From: <amber.elizabeth38@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:26:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Amber Davidson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sarakatzm@gmail.com>

From: <sarakatzm@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:21:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This announcement
underscores Secretary Zinke's desire to prioritize the demands of wildlife exploiters above the
desires of the majority of Americans who favor effective conservation policy. Trophy hunting is
not a sustainable or ethical form of preserving biodiversity. Besides the fact that trophy hunting
demeans the inherent worth of the animals, typically very little of the hunters' money goes to
local communities and charismatic wildlife is worth more alive as a tourist attraction.
Furthermore, picking off the strongest members of a population--often the trophy hunters'
targets--can have devastating ripple effects. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Sara Katz
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<marjlulay@wildblue.net>

From: <marjlulay@wildblue.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:16:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The idea that any agency
of the US government would even consider promoting trophy hunting is appalling! Wildlife was
not put on this earth for idiots with no compassion to murder just because they want too. To
have a room full of "trophies" to salivate over and brag to your friends is sick and shows the
lowest intelligence any human can display. Stop this insanity now and quit glorifying idiots just
because they line your pockets with money! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Marjorie Lulay
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<Psd@paulinestdenis.com>

From: <Psd@paulinestdenis.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:16:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am appalled - really upset
and horrified that Secretary Zincke would chose to exploit wildlife and encourage trophy hunting
- trophy hunting is not conservation. Now- we should be focused on preserving and protecting
not undermining animal welfare. And promoting trophy hunting makes me outraged . More
Americans oppose hunting and I am one of them To quote a member of the GOP ""Defenders
of the short-sighted men who in their greed and selfishness will, if permitted, rob our country of
half its charm by their reckless extermination of all useful and beautiful wild things sometimes
seek to champion them by saying the 'the game belongs to the people.' So it does; and not
merely to the people now alive, but to the unborn people. The 'greatest good for the greatest
number' applies to the number within the womb of time, compared to which those now alive
form but an insignificant fraction. Our duty to the whole, including the unborn generations, bids
us restrain an unprincipled present-day minority from wasting the heritage of these unborn
generations. The movement for the conservation of wild life and the larger movement for the
conservation of all our natural resources are essential" Teddy Roosevelt a conservationist who
help build the national parks - It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Pauline St
Denis
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<cmkr@cox.net>

From: <cmkr@cox.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:16:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Kommerstad-Reiche
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<save.the.african.animals@gmail.com>

From: <save.the.african.animals@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:11:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I knew this was gonna
happen even before Trump even won the election. Ryan Zincke was or still is a vivid hunter in
which Trump Jr,was exited to have .. He was constantly braggen about how he wanted a hunter
to take a seat ..Now that the Trumps are in office,they will put our animals, especially
endangered animals at risk of extintsion.. Trump Jr. must be behind this as well as my
suspitions that he is also responsible for the decition about taking the Grizzly bear off it and also
won't place the Walrus' on the endangered list due to the losing of their habitat...The Trumps
think they own us and we need to fight back before it's too late!!! Where lions have declind to
20,000, the tiger 1,000 left in the wild. elephants about 450,000 these animals are being wiped
out at a rapid rate. WE CANNOT LOSE ANYMORE!!!! Trump has become a dictater and he
could care less about this country and those who live here. Just like his sons, kiling for thrill, ego
and domination, Trump senior is doing the same,,His wall alone to keep out illegal people has
already taken an impact on about 111 endangered species that migrate and now can't get
beyond the wall to their cubs which means their offsprig will stave to death..The Trump
administrater should be protecting all living creature and should not be interfeing with wildlfife
and be pushing animal activasts and known name of org.s who fight to protect them. It should
not be a final decition unless we all vote. Go ahead, delist these animals. We're losing them will
be a great loss to the world..As long as you give the Trump boys to get back their silver spoons
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for



the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, sandra silvestri
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<witchsue11@hotmail.com>

From: <witchsue11@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:06:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunters always look for
the biggest, healthiest animals to kill thereby preventing them from breeding and thus making
the herd weaker by missing their genes. Hunting can never be a means for conservation, it is
the opposite and should not be promoted by any agency that is supposed to help conserve
wildlife. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sue Horwood
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<zurias@optimum.net>

From: <zurias@optimum.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rhoon Koerner
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<dkashworth@cox.net>

From: <dkashworth@cox.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debra Ashworth
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<mmillernc17@gmail.com>

From: <mmillernc17@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The people of this country
were appalled by the death of Cecil, the lion, and then his son. Please do not encourage this
horrible taking of life. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Margie Miller
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<Maribella33@hotmail.com>

From: <Maribella33@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 18:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals, especially those
that are endangered, are not trophies to be displayed on the wall. Our planet is a gift to us and
it's our responsibility to protect and take care of it. That includes all of the animal species that
are directly affected by people's actions. Nature will correct itself through natural selection and
evolution. And if we are not careful, we may inadvertently cause our own extinction if we show
no regard or respect for the precious life we are all given. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marie LaBella
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<sanand125@gmail.com>

From: <sanand125@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sanand Dilip
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<mouseychic@gmail.com>

From: <mouseychic@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marcella Crane
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<jplowry333@gmail.com>

From: <jplowry333@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:51:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joshua Lowry
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<marsgreen7@gmail.com>

From: <marsgreen7@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. STOP the killing of our
wildlife. WE want to see them alive. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mars Green
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<adlgriffith@gmail.com>

From: <adlgriffith@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alexandra Griffith
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<atcarlson@live.com>

From: <atcarlson@live.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not promote big
game hunting!!! So many of these animals are being pushed to the brink of extinction! It's time
for the US to take an active leadership role on this issue! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Andy Carlson
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<lauramabbott@cox.net>

From: <lauramabbott@cox.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laura Abbott
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<bpennel3@gmail.com>

From: <bpennel3@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. end all hunting It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brent Pennell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ivi.wyo@verizon.net>

From: <ivi.wyo@verizon.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a
sustainable or ethical form of preserving biodiversity. Besides the fact that trophy hunting
demeans the inherent worth of the animals, typically very little of the hunters' money goes to
local communities and charismatic wildlife is worth more alive as a tourist attraction.
Furthermore, picking off the strongest members of a population--often the trophy hunters'
targets--can have devastating ripple effects. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Diane M Tuttle
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dbcorby@gmail.com>

From: <dbcorby@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is just wrong to kill these
animals for sport. Please leave these animals alone. Their life is difficult enough. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Diana Corbishley
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Schmidtc@email.chop.edi>

From: <Schmidtc@email.chop.edi>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not allow trophy
hunting! It is irresponsible to allow people to kill endangered animals for fun. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Chris Schmidt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Beetee@southerndreams.de>

From: <Beetee@southerndreams.de>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not support
trophy hunting. Trophy hunting is cruel, inhumane and immoral. You shall not kill is a central
meaning of the Bible! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Bee Lingg

<Beetee@southerndreams.de>

From: <Beetee@southerndreams.de>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not support
trophy hunting. Trophy hunting is cruel, inhumane and immoral. You shall not kill is a central
meaning of the Bible! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Bee Lingg
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Drchris2002@hotmail.com>

From: <Drchris2002@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chris Chruscicki
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gerlinde.holzer1@gmx.net>

From: <gerlinde.holzer1@gmx.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gerlinde Holzer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cfxena888@gmail.com>

From: <cfxena888@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cheryl Fergeson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mellovesparis@gmail.com>

From: <mellovesparis@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa & Steve Lawrence
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<angela4gracenlove@gmail.com>

From: <angela4gracenlove@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is horrific
killing beautiful, innocent animals for the human pleasure of a trophy. Please help end trophy
hunting today, people shouldn't be a threat to any animals!!! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Angela Palmer
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<sherrylw9@verizon.net>

From: <sherrylw9@verizon.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, sherry weiland
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<RobinRaePhoto@gmail.com>

From: <RobinRaePhoto@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is not only disgusting
and outrageous, but is highlights the SICKNESS of a segment of society that considers the
MURDER of an innocent wild animal as a "trophy". This is IMMORAL and INHUMANE on so
many levels!! Waaaay back in the caveman days they may have had a reason to "hunt" and kill
animals, but obviously this is no longer necessary ... ANYWHERE!! These disgusting "people"
are not only murdering an innocent animal, but they are often destroying an entire family,
sometimes leaving baby animals without their mother or killing the matriarch of a group of
animals. Not to mention, DESTROYING the environment as a whole! PLEASE STOP THIS!!! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Robin Swanson
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<fwreath@charter.net>

From: <fwreath@charter.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. These six things the LORD
hates, Yes, seven are an abomination to Him: #1 - A proud look, #2 - A lying tongue, #3 - Hands
that shed innocent blood, #4 - A heart that devises wicked plans, #5 - Feet that are swift in
running to evil, #6 - false witness who speaks lies, #7 - And one who sows discord among
brethren. Proverbs 6:17 It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, fred wreath
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<nannyr856@gmail.com>

From: <nannyr856@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is barbaric.Please
reconsider It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nanette
Prystupa
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<annahutson27@gmail.com>

From: <annahutson27@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are not trophies.
Can we just leave the animals alone and in peace? It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anna Hutson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<roliver63@tampabay.rr.com>

From: <roliver63@tampabay.rr.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathleen Oliver
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Tootflute13@gmail.com>

From: <Tootflute13@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 17:01:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Donna Oneil
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<stownsend88@gmail.com>

From: <stownsend88@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sarah Townsend
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<suzanne717@icloud.com>

From: <suzanne717@icloud.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a
conservation tool! It is murder of an animal. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Suzanne Hafer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<vintgal009@gmail.com>

From: <vintgal009@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Valerie Hildebrand
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kmgreen.03.09@gmail.com>

From: <kmgreen.03.09@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. WTF!!!!! Seriously!!!
Disgusting & Pathetic that the lives of innocent animals don't matter. We now live in a country
where there are no values, morals or empathy. Generations from now will NEVER be able to
enjoy, experience and learn from wildlife because we have ignorant, heartless and gutless who
lack the courage to do what's right and NOT let this happen!! Why can't we hunt, shoot & kill
ALL trophy hunters.... then take their useless carcasses & dump them in holes to rot! It's what
they deserve....and let's not forget to include EVERYONE in the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
who think there's nothing wrong with trophy hunting and that getting paid off & filling their deep
pockets with money actually means more than the lives of innocent animals. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kathleen Green



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Pamz@pamelazmiller.com>

From: <Pamz@pamelazmiller.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pamela Miller

<Pamz@pamelazmiller.com>

From: <Pamz@pamelazmiller.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pamela Miller
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rebecca McCrary <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Rebecca McCrary <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 22:56:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rebecca McCrary

Robert Hazeltine <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Robert Hazeltine <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robert Hazeltine

Miranda Elise <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Miranda Elise <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:16:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is 100% unacceptable.
You would risk throwing off the delicate balance of an ecosystem by killing something that is
sentient for what exactly? Bragging rights? We owe it to the Earth to end our constant an unruly
destruction, haven't we harmed it enough already? These animals think and feel just like we do
and have every right to life as we've. Enough of this violence, enough of this murder. Please, I
beg of you, find some sort of compassion in your heart and stop this horrific "sport." It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Miranda Elise



Andrew Vallender <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Andrew Vallender <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Andrew Vallender

Vicki Berry <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Vicki Berry <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We have to protect our
beautiful animals for future generations to come !! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that



entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Vicki Berry

Drew Powers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Drew Powers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. STOP THIS APPALLING
CARNAGE NOW AND FOREVER. UTTERLY POINTLESS....UTTERLY CRUEL. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Drew Powers

Saddie Al <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Saddie Al <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 01:31:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Saddie Al

Janis Keller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Janis Keller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 01:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are endangered in
Africa. Trophy hunting is no longer a responsible activity It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janis Keller



susanna minacheili <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: susanna minacheili <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 02:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, susanna minacheili

raluca marin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: raluca marin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 02:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, raluca marin

Marilyn Koff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marilyn Koff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 03:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marilyn Koff

Yvonne Day <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Yvonne Day <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 03:36:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Yvonne Day

jan noyes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: jan noyes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 03:51:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. stop the killing for
needless pleasure It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, jan noyes



Leslie Sharlock <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Leslie Sharlock <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 04:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Leslie Sharlock

Boja Kos Grabar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Boja Kos Grabar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 04:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLease, let the nature
exist without the control and management by people It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that



entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Boja Kos Grabar

Theresa Wheeler <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Theresa Wheeler <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 05:11:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Theresa Wheeler

Margaret Hall <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Margaret Hall <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 05:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. When i first read this after
being initially upset it made me think of the tax loophole that allow companies like Starbucks to
operate in UK without paying taxes like others companies. This should be about the life and
continued lives of these precious animals and not where they can be shipped too that will allow
the atrocity to take place. Shame on hunters. Please don't allow this to happen, Thank you It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Margaret Hall

Maureen Cippel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Maureen Cippel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 05:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I



urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maureen Cippel

Heather Goeller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Heather Goeller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 05:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Heather Goeller

Joan Gove <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joan Gove <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Our wildlife face so many
man made obstacles and life threatening situations every day. Please do not letting open
hunting be one of them. Indiscrement hunting is devastating on heard populations and our
wildlife and wild areas are already at risk. It's time that we all be good stewards to our wildlife.
Thank you for your thoughtful and humane decision. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic



development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joan Gove

Marcy Cook <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marcy Cook <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:11:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marcy Cook

Robin Clack <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Robin Clack <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:16:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am disappointed and
dismayed to hear of the possibility of encouraging more trophy hunting. With so much of iconic
wildlife in a tailspin of decline, it is disheartening to think that the US would even consider
promoting more trophy hunting. Can not one agency in this country do even one ethical thing to
protect this planet and the animals in it or must we be first to try to destroy it and leave nothing
for future generations? The majority of people are disgusted by the bloodlust that is promoted
and do not believe the tired old spin that it promotes conservation. Please do the right thing and
stand up to the NRA and DSC to stop this in it's tracks. Sincerely, Robin K Clack It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Robin Clack

Nanette Oggiono <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nanette Oggiono <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:01:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,



trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nanette Oggiono

Dorothy Elrod <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dorothy Elrod <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:26:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dorothy Elrod

Jean Carlton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jean Carlton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:36:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals who have done
nothing wrong are being brutalized, terrorized & killed for no reason other than the fun & thrill of
"sport killing" by trophy hunters. Emotionally mature men (& women) don't have the need to play
predator or exert power & control over defenseless animals. The lack of empathy, remorse &
the self centered ego that is only concerned with self is not a characteristic to be admired. The
majority of Americans do not support trophy hunting. The US Fish and Wildlife needs to stop
promoting trophy hunting as a form of "conservation" as supported by wildlife exploiters. This is
just another disturbing example of an attempt to put the needs of special interest groups ahead
of the welfare of some of the most vulnerable--our people, our environment & wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to abandon its plan to establish the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Perhaps we would be better served if the USFWS would put more emphasis on protecting
endangered species & prohibiting the import of wildlife products. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jean Carlton

Ines Nedelcovic <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ines Nedelcovic <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the



largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ines Nedelcovic

Andrea Tarling <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Andrea Tarling <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Andrea Tarling

Nuria Rodriguez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nuria Rodriguez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is offensive! To call
this a conservation effort is disgusting! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Nuria Rodriguez

Joyce Wooten <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joyce Wooten <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE,What a horrific
thing to do-!! I live in Florida where gov.Rick Scott allowed the Bear slaughter that left baby
bears motherless and to wander alone to be killed by predators.All for his big land owner
friends.So many people despise him andhis chances of re eldction are very slim. Vombine tnat
with the water pollution and having to see millions of dead fish. He has no heart. There is
absolutely no reason whatsoever to allow or to encourage innocent animals to be stalked and
murdered,leaving tbeir young to suffer and die as well. The world is going Vegan as we
speak.Any person who takes pleasure in killing has an obvious mental issue. Why would any of
you promote or encourage that??? Please think of the innocent just trying to survive and raise
their families just like we ars. This is totally uncalked for. Sincerely,Joyce Marie in Spring
Hill,Florida. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in



enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joyce Wooten

Jordy Albert <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jordy Albert <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jordy Albert

Joshua Harrison <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joshua Harrison <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joshua Harrison

Melissa Coe <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Melissa Coe <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa Coe



Stefanie Driver <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Stefanie Driver <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Breeding Animals for Just
Killing for Greed and Individual Profit is a Disgrace and Should NOT Be Allowed to be a
Persons Business !!! InHumane Business Should Be Outlawed !!! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Stefanie Driver

Tracy Birrell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tracy Birrell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Cruel and unnecessary! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the



leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tracy Birrell

Beth Eisenberg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Beth Eisenberg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not an
effective method of conservation nor is it a reasonable way to provide financial support for
developing countries. Trophy hunting is outdated, environmentally destructive and promotes a
sadistic entitlement for only the very wealthy. It is used as a scam by "hunting guides". It is
2017, we do not need to rapidly run backwards on the issue of trophy hunting. It is barbaric and
causes significant, irreversible damage to apex predator species that are already endangered.
Please, I beg you to rethink this. For the sake of nation's standing in the world, for the future of
our children and for the good of the planet we call home. This council is beyond misguided.
Please do not put a one-time benefit of a few thousand dollars before the well-being of
generations of Americans, the future of developing nations, the viability of vital species and the
environment. I am a gun owner and a resident of New Hampshire. Hunting here is for food and
keeping species healthy. We respect our wildlife. Trophy hunting is antithetical to the true
purpose of hunting. Please reconsider. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Beth Eisenberg



samantha howes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: samantha howes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, samantha howes

Andrew Eisenberg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Andrew Eisenberg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:56:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop this insane murder of
innocents . Very soon no animals to kill . You will have to use humans then It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,



and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Andrew Eisenberg

Sallyann Roberts <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sallyann Roberts <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is unconscionable. At
a time when so many animals are in danger of extinction our government would propose such
an abhorrent and heartless plan. Think again. This is not what we the people want... Except for
a few who are wealthy and fail to have any sense of connection to anything but their egos It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sallyann Roberts

Janice Massalin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Janice Massalin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't support this
sick violence and mass destruction. Please leave our animals in peace in Africa and in the rest
of the world!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Janice
Massalin

Kayla Shannon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kayla Shannon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No, please don't do this! It
is a step in the wrong direction. Hunting these endangered animals should be a crime, not a
reward! Please don't do this!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and



protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kayla Shannon

octavia indra <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: octavia indra <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, octavia indra

Marian Hussenbux <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marian Hussenbux <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I write from Britain in the
hope you will consider my comments on this misguided proposal. It appears that the aim of the
council is to promote trophy hunting as a form of conservation. It will have the power to advise
the USFWS on a range of topics, including which species receive Endangered Species Act



protection and how to make it easier to import wildlife products. This is not conservation - it is
killing, pure and simple, responding to greed and blood lust. Trophy hunting is not a sustainable
or ethical form of preserving biodiversity. Killing the strongest members of a population--often
the trophy hunters' targets--can have devastating ripple effects on the stability of the family
group. Please think again and do not set up this unethical council. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marian Hussenbux

Katrina Lane <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Katrina Lane <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not
conservation in any way, shape or form..we should be leading the world by example to save
species, not kill them all for a head on yout wall It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the



USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Katrina Lane

Anne Martinez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Anne Martinez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anne Martinez

Rickey Buttery <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Rickey Buttery <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,



trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rickey Buttery

MaryAnn Bomarito <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: MaryAnn Bomarito <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Thank you for your time,
and considering this important issue It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, MaryAnn
Bomarito

NANCY OR <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: NANCY OR <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:36:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. HUMAN SCUM KILL
THESE ANIMALS. ABANDON, I REPEAT, ABANDON YOUR PLANS TO ESTABLISH A
COUNCIL. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, NANCY OR

shelva wood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: shelva wood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. LEAVE ALL ANIMALS
ALONE, KILL ALL OF THEM & THEN WHAT??? SHAME, SHAME, SHAME ON ALL
HUNTERS, NOT JUST TROPHY HUNTERS!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the



head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
shelva wood

Barbra Premo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbra Premo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. What the Hell is the matter
with you, especially Zinke. The wildlife already have to deal with climate change, ppl
encroaching on there lands, endless poaching, poisoning, pulling more protection rights from
any and all animals and NOW you want to cause harm with Trophy Hunting. There is nothing
morally, or beneficial to murder more animals because you pass yet another law you can't and
won't enforce and will cause the further shrinking of different animals and the extinction of many.
Trophy hunting is WRONG and this must not happen. The thought of this is sickening and so
are all that think there is logic to this and this stupid ass government, especially Zinke. Idiot It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barbra Premo

Ashley Schmitt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ashley Schmitt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please put an end to the
inhumane murder of innocent animals. They deserve to live just like us, humans do. How about
you make it legal for people to trophy hunt other humans and see how much scrutiny and
ethical/morality issues are given? Animals are living, breathing sentient beings just like humans
only difference is humans are the worst thing to happen to this world. End animal trophy
hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ashley Schmitt

Maria Gehman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Maria Gehman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We are an educated
society. There is no reason to kill defenseless animals to stuff or hang on a wall. They have a
right to live and to be on this planet for future generations. It's sad on government would even
think to allow something like this. We can and should do better! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.



No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maria Gehman

Lynne Russert <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lynne Russert <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynne Russert

Joan Thornquist <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joan Thornquist <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is not a Trophy This is
just plain MURDER It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joan
Thornquist

Carrie Steinbach <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Carrie Steinbach <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carrie Steinbach



Judy Widener <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Judy Widener <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No trophy hunting Please
help protect our wildlife worldwide Thank you It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Judy Widener

Karin Lindberg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Karin Lindberg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
Trophy hunting. please please ?????? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the



elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Karin Lindberg

Lori Stayton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lori Stayton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lori Stayton

Linda Welton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Linda Welton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Welton

Linda Welton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Linda Welton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Welton



George Hunter <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: George Hunter <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why do you need to kill
these animals just for a trophy It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, George Hunter

Severine Mellinger <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Severine Mellinger <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:26:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I write from Germany and i
am angry. I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. Trophy hunting must stop NOW ! Our World wildlife are not Trophy s. Don't support
Sick hunters for Profit with wild living animals. Shoot animals with Kameras, enjoy the wild like a
Tourist, end the killing of innocent animals for money. Protect, don't kill. Sincerely, Miss
Mellinger It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.



Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Severine
Mellinger

Barbara Culbert <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbara Culbert <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stupid Humans! It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barbara Culbert

Laura Jansik <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Laura Jansik <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laura Jansik

Katie Sabella <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Katie Sabella <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the



desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katie Sabella

Anja Berger <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Anja Berger <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anja Berger

Deborah Reeves <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Deborah Reeves <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. You should be protecting
animals, not encouraging people to kill them. Do your job. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An



analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Reeves

Frederica Perera <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Frederica Perera <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is s horrible thing!
Ban all trophy hunting now! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Frederica
Perera

martine naudin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: martine naudin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. there ate just serial killers
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, martine naudin

Jessica Stepp <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jessica Stepp <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jessica Stepp

sirena green <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: sirena green <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, sirena green

Angela Mitchell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Angela Mitchell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Let us practice true
conservation and espouse fair and humanitarian beliefs and actions when it comes to the other



species that share the planet with us. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Angela Mitchell

Sally Reeves <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sally Reeves <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:06:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sally Reeves

Jennifer Thomas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Jennifer Thomas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:11:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am honestly sickened at
the thought that our government is trying to support this. Trophy hunting should be outlawed
completely! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jennifer
Thomas

corrie anderson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: corrie anderson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:11:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, corrie anderson

Janis Millu <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Janis Millu <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janis Millu

Laura Shames <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Laura Shames <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:21:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. trophy hunting is not
acceptable under any terms! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Laura Shames

Drew Powers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Drew Powers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:31:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Drew Powers



Stephen Abarno <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Stephen Abarno <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:36:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is No Need for
Trophy Hunting, except for the Greed of Money and people who have no balls!! This is not
hunting !!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Stephen
Abarno

Debbie Slack <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Debbie Slack <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:51:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of



the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debbie Slack

susanna minacheili <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: susanna minacheili <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Ban trophy hunting ,stop
hunting It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, susanna minacheili

susanne madden <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: susanne madden <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, susanne madden

Donna Goodnight <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Donna Goodnight <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is disgusting, no to
killing these majestic animals. Does your greed know no limits, no decency. The u.s cannot go
this way. We are sinking lower and lower in our morals and standards. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.



Sincerely, Donna Goodnight

Jessica Diebel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jessica Diebel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jessica Diebel

eve oconnor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: eve oconnor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the



largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, eve oconnor

Tammy Ensman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tammy Ensman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This will open a gate for
everyone to attack all animals that we are trying to protect. Do not let this happen please. TY It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tammy Ensman

Mary Sinitiere <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mary Sinitiere <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Sinitiere

Heather Golding <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Heather Golding <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Dear Mr Winchell, I'm so
disappointed to read that you plan to encourage trophy hunting. We should be teaching
compassion, not giving a cheap thrill by means of killing creatures. Sincerely Heather Golding It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters



above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Heather Golding

Alana Kumke <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alana Kumke <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alana Kumke

Tomiko Race <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tomiko Race <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,



lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tomiko Race

Laurie Storm <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Laurie Storm <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laurie Storm

Jennifer Di Nicola <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jennifer Di Nicola <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Di Nicola

Alexis Frankian <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alexis Frankian <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:16:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop trophy hunting! It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters



above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Alexis Frankian

Robin Bailey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Robin Bailey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robin Bailey

Ann Marie Sardineer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ann Marie Sardineer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:26:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,



lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ann Marie Sardineer

Mark Bortner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mark Bortner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:26:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Non-human animal
species are greatly in need of protection from never-ending assaults on their welfare and
existence. Perhaps rather than encouraging trophy hunting, the USFWS should try to educate
trophy hunters; I suspect that many hunters are blissfully unaware of scientific research in
recent years that reveals the intelligence, emotions, and social lives of the "dumb animals" that
they pursue. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mark Bortner

BEV CORP-KING <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: BEV CORP-KING <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. stop this It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, BEV CORP-KING

Janet Ayres <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Janet Ayres <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janet Ayres

Jet Higbie <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jet Higbie <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. What the he'll is wrong
with this country where Zinke and other administration have only one chant: KILL, KILL, KILL. I
am so disgusted and ashamed of this administration. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jet Higbie

Meredith MacCracken <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Meredith MacCracken <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We need to protect wildlife
everywhere. This would be disastrous for creatures around the world. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Meredith MacCracken

Nanci Nydegger <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nanci Nydegger <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nanci Nydegger



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jamimah1@frontier.com>

From: <Jamimah1@frontier.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. NO NO NO trophy hunting
or canned hunting!!! NOOO It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Arlene Leas



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<michelle.gorton@gmail.com>

From: <michelle.gorton@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michelle Rooks



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<paulo.nuhrich@terra.com.br>

From: <paulo.nuhrich@terra.com.br>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Paulo Nührich



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bmtmr@frontier.com>

From: <bmtmr@frontier.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Do not allow trophy
hunting or take away the endangered species act for special interest groups including certain
politicians It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Margo
Robinson



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bunny@pramalot.com>

From: <bunny@pramalot.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Andrea Davis



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sgustyn1@rochester.rr.com>

From: <sgustyn1@rochester.rr.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Stacy Simons
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kim_hodgson13@hotmail.com>

From: <kim_hodgson13@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:31:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kim Hodgson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ankemelzer@outlook.de>

From: <ankemelzer@outlook.de>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anke Melzer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<s.mariedavis2014@gmail.com>

From: <s.mariedavis2014@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:16:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop trophy hunting,
poaching of our wildlife! We need our wildlife and thier habitats. No amount of money is worth
losing our beautiful wildlife. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marie Davis
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<gikypson@msn.com>

From: <gikypson@msn.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stand for what is
right. No more trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Iva Kypson



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bianca.schramm@outlook.de>

From: <bianca.schramm@outlook.de>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is no need or reason
to hunt poor animals for trophys! It´s sick to do something like that!!! It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bianca Schramm



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<charulata.ramaprasad@gmail.com>

From: <charulata.ramaprasad@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Charulata Ramaprasas
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<smoswald@comcast.net>

From: <smoswald@comcast.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not pursue this
legislation. This is an insult to animals, and opens the door to bring in more poached animals.
Aren't animals having a hard time already surviving in man kinds world. How about giving them
a break. How about that dentist that shot the famous lion awhile ago, and was almost run out of
the country, and death threats. This is what will happen to trophy hunters. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, stephen oswald

<smoswald@comcast.net>

From: <smoswald@comcast.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not pursue this
legislation. This is an insult to animals, and opens the door to bring in more poached animals.
Aren't animals having a hard time already surviving in man kinds world. How about giving them
a break. How about that dentist that shot the famous lion awhile ago, and was almost run out of
the country, and death threats. This is what will happen to trophy hunters. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, stephen oswald
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<spit-mcgee@comcast.net>

From: <spit-mcgee@comcast.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Colette A
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<msspaulding16@gmail.com>

From: <msspaulding16@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 16:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Come on now you guys...
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Matthew Spaulding
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<tinaj500@gmail.com>

From: <tinaj500@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. WHEN THE LAST
ANIMAL IS DEAD - WHAT 'OTHERNESS' ON THIS EARTH IS GOING TO SPARK THE
IMAGINATION OF YOUR CHILDREN AND GRANDCHILDREN? THESE SPECIES ARE
ENDANGERED - THEIR POPULATIONS ARE PLUMMETING. THEY CANNOT BE HUNTED.
WAKE UP! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tina Jenkins
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<puffwheat9@gmail.com>

From: <puffwheat9@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I have watched in horror
with a broken heart at what monsters mankind has turned into when it comes to the glorious
wildlife that is an intinsic and necessary part of the global ecosystem. To murder an animal
because you need to feel powerful and can afford it is pathetic. We need to get on the right side
of history when it comes to our animal cousins. What are our future generations going to think
about our dreadful choices and failure to value life outside our species. We are already at the
tipping point of a crisis. Please search your hearts and souls and do the right thing. Let's also
not allow trophy kills into the U.S. from abroad where there are no regulations. We should be
coming together to ban this heinous practice not encouraging more senseless deaths. Thank
you. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cheryl Ann
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<catwhisper1624@gmail.com>

From: <catwhisper1624@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. trophy hunting is so
wrong....barbaric and unnecessary It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Diana Moore
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<a__bat__cat@hotmail.com>

From: <a__bat__cat@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:41:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Annie Combat
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Reneesnyderphd@gmail.com>

From: <Reneesnyderphd@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Renee Snyder
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<clare.curtis36@gmail.com>

From: <clare.curtis36@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Forming a council on
trophy hunting will not promote conservation as it claims to do. I ask that the government
instead work on promoting environmental alternatives that will help make the environment more
sustainable for these species. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Clare Curtis
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kathellis1927@gmail.com>

From: <kathellis1927@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. what gives humans to
think they are superior . humans are a cancer on this planet anything that breathes bleeds feels
pain . has a heart . . equal i cant wait untill something comes along and the tables are turned an
humans are treated how they treat other species on this planet . It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, kathy ellis
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<thirdrok@verizon.net>

From: <thirdrok@verizon.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This comment is in
opposition to USFWS promoting international trophy killing. The scientific reasons are obvious:
Kill the dominant male lion of a pride and protection is lost, new males kill the cubs, must then
start all over to increase the population. Kill a mother leopard and the young die. Kill the
matriarch of an elephant herd and we loose migration route memories. As the largest of any
species are targeted and their breeding potential destroyed, the entire species gradually
declines in body size, size of tusks, etc. The moral reasons: What kind of a mind derives
pleasure from killing these magnificent animals and mounting their head on a wall? These are
very rich Americans, they have so much more than most people, yet all they want to do is kill. If
they wanted to contribute to conservation, then give the money directly to conservation, don"t go
thru the middle man(trophy guides) and have only 3% reach conservation. For the U.S.
government to use tax dollars to promote this immorality is very very wrong. These are
intelligent animals with real lives. Most of these animals(lion, leopard, cheetah, elephant, rhino,
giraff, etc.) are under extreme pressure from many sides( snares, poaching, poison, habitat
destruction, bush meat, cattle, logging roads, Chinese, human population explosion, inbreeding
from loss of wildlife corridors, wildlife laws not being enforced, etc.) The last thing they need is a
rich American going after them with high velocity rifles, laser rangefinders, scopes, infrared
sensors, etc. The odds are overwhelmingly in the trophy killer,s favor. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.



Sincerely, fred domer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ravenblackhorse@hotmail.com>

From: <ravenblackhorse@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please let me know when
it is open season on hunting humans. That would be more agreeable & frankly, our numbers
need culling drastically. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sherry Hudson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jeza.jeza@gmail.com>

From: <Jeza.jeza@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:21:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We are in 21 CENTURY,
enough is enough! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jelena
Markovic
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jnhrudner@bellsouth.net>

From: <jnhrudner@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:21:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jane and Harold Rudner
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<brookarie@hotmail.com>

From: <brookarie@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brooke Fittje
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Katiew@ku.edu>

From: <Katiew@ku.edu>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kate Whit
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<siljaalter16@gmail.com>

From: <siljaalter16@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:16:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Silja Alter
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dsinnock@transact.bm>

From: <dsinnock@transact.bm>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dinah Sinnock
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<anna.szmidt@aon.at>

From: <anna.szmidt@aon.at>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anna Szmidt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Helen.rose1@bigpond.com>

From: <Helen.rose1@bigpond.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Helen Rose
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<rdemartin.photo.design@gmail.com>

From: <rdemartin.photo.design@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 15:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. How is it possible that this
is even being considered? I've heard all the blather about trophy hunting "saving" wildlife and it
is a specious argument at best. Have you not been paying attention to the outpouring of disgust
that follows images of hunters posing with endangered species?? I am embarrassed to even be
a citizen of the US now. We have an administration that is doing the exact opposite of what
needs to be done for the environment and wildlife. All to spite the Obama legacy. And now this.
As a wildlife photographer, I can assure you that wildlife photo safaris bring in more money and
ensure that animals stay alive where they are supposed to be, within a thriving ecosystem. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Renee DeMartin
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<burghartb@optimum.net>

From: <burghartb@optimum.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, barbara santiago



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Wlagrand1973@gmail.com>

From: <Wlagrand1973@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Wilma Lagrand
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<Mloire.mln@gmail.com>

From: <Mloire.mln@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I don't understand ! How
can peoplecan treat such beautiful animals ! That is so cruel ! We have to stop this right now ! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marie-Loire Moulin
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<Eveningprim@hotmail.com>

From: <Eveningprim@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is a joke-- predators
take the weakest not the "biggest" or "most beautiful " which is what these subhumans are
doing. Stop it all now--- or the world will. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Amy Purpura
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<alpammcg@gmail.com>

From: <alpammcg@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:51:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pamela McGarrigle
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<ldruide@hotmail.com>

From: <ldruide@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:51:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Claude Robert
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<Djamila.grouci@gmail.com>

From: <Djamila.grouci@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Djamila grouci
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<miascorpio@hotmail.com>

From: <miascorpio@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop allowing
trophy hunting so there are these animal's for future generation's . It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Charlene Barrick



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<geraldinelarson@gmail.com>

From: <geraldinelarson@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:41:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Geraldine Larson
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<sugerlove1102@gmail.com>

From: <sugerlove1102@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:41:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop cluel hunting
as soon as possible It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, trudie yoshino
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<sae0325@softbank.ne.jp>

From: <sae0325@softbank.ne.jp>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:36:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation.
??????????????????????????????????????????? It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sae Magata
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<1964tina.m@gmail.com>

From: <1964tina.m@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tina Michelakis
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<tupper.ladie@gmail.com>

From: <tupper.ladie@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Denise Lenardson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<amandavelazquez382@gmail.com>

From: <amandavelazquez382@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:26:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. animals are the only pure
things left in this world. they deserve better from a race that can't stop killing their own people. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Amanda Bernal
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Birdherders@gmail.com>

From: <Birdherders@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:26:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Wildlife is so much more
important than this. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Erin Braybrook
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dodo195784@gmail.com>

From: <dodo195784@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dominique LANG

<dodo195784@gmail.com>

From: <dodo195784@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:16:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dominique LANG
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lacko.marianka@gmail.com>

From: <lacko.marianka@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:16:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mariana Lukacova
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ameis.99@gmail.com>

From: <ameis.99@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:11:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please think about the
impact on the local communities and dwindling wildlife populations. People are starting to care
more about the planet. Just think. Use your heart. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Amanda Ameis
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mystonecrop1@embarqmail.com>

From: <mystonecrop1@embarqmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:11:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Taking an animals life to
promote prideful boasting is wrong. Animals are here to serve a more meaningful purpose.
When the animals are gone..we will be too. The Earth needs them It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karen Russell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<terances@hotmail.com>

From: <terances@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. To the board I am gravely
disappointed that this council is allowed or is to be allowed to hunt such beautiful animals. I
come from South Africa and I have seen it firsthand at what hunting has done to decimate
animals for mere profit. There have been some hunting safari's that have almost gone bankrupt
because of over hunting . . It has made a lot of animals suffer in such a short period of time.
That animals cannot breed to keep up with demand. I would greatly appreciate it if you could do
some research on it. To see at what I mean. I do not understand why this is needed to be
honest. Please lets not do this. At least give these animals a tourist attraction that is more
profitable in the long run. It makes a healthier habitat . Yours sincerely Terance Murphy It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Terance Murphy
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sajbagha@gmail.com>

From: <sajbagha@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:06:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Establishing and
supporting organizations on the ground such as Big Life and the Shelderick Wildlife Trust is
what promotes and supports conservation and provides long time and full time employment to
local people and helps educate local people and future generations on the importance of
conservation. Trophy hunting does not! Africa needs the West to back off and wean off their
thirst for killing Africa's wildlife, and i am Kenyan! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sajidha Bagha
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<wolfspiritm@gmail.com>

From: <wolfspiritm@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 14:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There was a disturbing
announcement yesterday that USFWS plans to form an advisory panel specifically dedicated to
promoting international trophy hunting opportunities for US citizens. The misleadingly named
"International Wildlife Conservation Council" is the latest of many attacks on vulnerable wildlife.
It would appear to me that the aim of the council is to deceivingly promote trophy hunting as a
form of conservation. It will have the power to advise the USFWS on a range of topics, including
which species receive Endangered Species Act protection and how to make it easier to import
wildlife products. This announcement underscores Secretary Zinke's desire to prioritize the
demands of wildlife exploiters above the desires of the majority of Americans who favor effective
conservation policy. Trophy hunting is not a sustainable or ethical form of preserving
biodiversity. Besides the fact that trophy hunting demeans the inherent worth of the animals,
typically very little of the hunters' money goes to local communities and charismatic wildlife is
worth more alive as a tourist attraction. Furthermore, picking off the strongest members of a
population--often the trophy hunters' targets--can have devastating ripple effects. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marie Louise Morandi Long Zwicker
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<donnafurano@att.net>

From: <donnafurano@att.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:56:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, donna furano
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<balzkat5@gmail.com>

From: <balzkat5@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katharina Balz
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Re: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sheryl Schroeder <schroederville@gmail.com>

From: Sheryl Schroeder <schroederville@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:46:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_Winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell, 

As a conservationist and someone who is vetted and invested with wildlife issues, I am deeply
concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US
Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to
boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage
in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation.

 

It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more
alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative
tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. In fact, I am traveling to Africa in
May and I am quite involved in conservation, I work for it daily.

 

Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target
the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. This is evident in clubs like Safari Club International,
where they have prizes and quotas for killing the biggest, the most and the best. It’s abhorrent and
reprehensible and these big clubs are chocked with big money to lobby the U.S. government and
infiltrate government groups like the USFWS.  Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family
unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the
100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year worsens the problem.

 

No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a
rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Remember the outrage when Cecil the lion was killed… people are not
behind big game trophy hunting, and it is a dying activity, no longer socially acceptable or sustainable.

 

Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of wealthy trophy hunters above the wishes of
most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of true conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife.

 



I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Promoting
trophy killing, especially African animals, is NOT conservation. 

 

Sincerely, and from the bottom of my heart,

Sheryl Schroeder
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Fournier.fernande1965@gmail.com>

From: <Fournier.fernande1965@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. C'es notre devoir de
respectez et protegez les animaux. Eux, aussi on une âme! Eux, aussi on le droit d'avoirs une
vie saine sur ce planéte! Vous, le savez? Prenez, votre responsabiltée, s.v.p. Certains "
humains " ne sont pas en dessus de tous! Honteux! Triste, de signez des pétitions. Merci. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Fournier Fernande
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<hdevlin1@att.net>

From: <hdevlin1@att.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No, no, no to trophy
hunting!!!! Please do not allow this to happen. I don't give a flying fig that Trump's sons like to
trophy hunt. This is so wrong. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Summer Devlin
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ikwydlw@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <ikwydlw@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nasima Sultana
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<johntwocrows@nativeweb.net>

From: <johntwocrows@nativeweb.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is an
abomination and any moron who promotes it has a serious mental deficit in fact...they are
demented as much as the trophy hunter. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
John Ginart
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lois141@hotmail.com>

From: <lois141@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lois Warner
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Parkwright1@gmail.com>

From: <Parkwright1@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Not only is it a cruel hobby,
it reverses the natural selection process. Hunters usually take the bigger and strongest. No
animal can beat a bullet. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Amy Wright
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Carlyn289@gmail.com>

From: <Carlyn289@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting does not
benefit wildlife and has led many species of animal to become endangered surely you could
reconsider this repeal of the protection of endangered species. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carly Northwood
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<julialynnx@gmail.com>

From: <julialynnx@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please abandon your
plans to establish this council. For the sake of these innocent animals. Please have mercy. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Julia Martinez
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<poplevsky@gmail.com>

From: <poplevsky@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Evgenij Poplevskij
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<judyfuj@msn.com>

From: <judyfuj@msn.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is a vile,
abhorrent "sport". If people who wish to hunt want to be truly sporting perhaps they should
enclose an area where they could hunt each other on equal terms. Leave the animals alone. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Judy Fujioka
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<agwang@hotmail.de>

From: <agwang@hotmail.de>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, nicolette ludolphi
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<Andafleck@web.de>

From: <Andafleck@web.de>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Andrea Fleck
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<delpham@hotmail.com>

From: <delpham@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. YA BASTA DE TROFEOS,
DEJEN A LOS ANIMALES It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, DELPHA
MARTÍNEZ ROCA
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lisa.rene@mail.com>

From: <Lisa.rene@mail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am against any kind of
hunting It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lisa Brown
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<ms140806@ohio.edu>

From: <ms140806@ohio.edu>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:01:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Misty Stoneburner

<ms140806@ohio.edu>

From: <ms140806@ohio.edu>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Misty Stoneburner
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nawo.eichner@web.de>

From: <nawo.eichner@web.de>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Irene Nawo-Eichner
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<kvondaniel@msn.com>

From: <kvondaniel@msn.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kian Daniel
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<joanpeter@comcast.net>

From: <joanpeter@comcast.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joan Peter



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tanja.lepikko64@hotmail.com>

From: <tanja.lepikko64@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 13:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tanja Lepikko
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<stevedowning@cox.net>

From: <stevedowning@cox.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Steve Downing
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<intheshadowofthewolf27@gmail.com>

From: <intheshadowofthewolf27@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elise Allen
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<brigitte-hecht@kabelmail.de>

From: <brigitte-hecht@kabelmail.de>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brigitte Hecht
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<Tiziana.dordoni@hotmail.com>

From: <Tiziana.dordoni@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tiziana Dordoni
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<susanlfleming@hotmail.com>

From: <susanlfleming@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Fleming



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<silvia_eu@online.de>

From: <silvia_eu@online.de>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Silvia Steinbrecher
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<mlzack@web.de>

From: <mlzack@web.de>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Zack
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<Marylynncotten@icloud.com>

From: <Marylynncotten@icloud.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, ML Cotten
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<Lu_empis@hotmail.com>

From: <Lu_empis@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:26:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned
about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US
Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this
council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to
foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Luisa Empis It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the



demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Luisa Empis
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<maritesreimann@gmail.com>

From: <maritesreimann@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marites Reimann
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<biguglystick@hotmail.com>

From: <biguglystick@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is the worst idea I
have ever heard! Zinke has been horrible for wildlife. Please do NOT let this "advisory panel"
happen. It is very clear who lobbies Zinke, and it is his hunting buddies in Safari Club
International and other hunting groups. This is a horrible idea. Most Americans are strongly
against trophy hunting and the tide around the world is out on trophy killing. It is a vile activity
that has no real benefit to true conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Sheryl Schroeder
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<carpinteri_elena@hotmail.com>

From: <carpinteri_elena@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elena Carpinteri
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<petraegging@hotmail.com>

From: <petraegging@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Petra Egging
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<koosv35@gmail.com>

From: <koosv35@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Better stay out of africa,
you are not welcome here. We'll send you back in a box. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Koos Van Der Vyver
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lou.clyde@mail.com>

From: <lou.clyde@mail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please no trophy hunting.
It is not needed or humane. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lou Ibb
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<terri@js-x.com>

From: <terri@js-x.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Terri Robb
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<joaniereynolds@msn.com>

From: <joaniereynolds@msn.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why is it that there are
those who think it is manly, whether man or woman to kill an animal for their head to mount on
the wall. We live in a society of the 21st century now and doing these horrible events and
actually where hunters of these animals pay a fee to go on a some type of reserve that a land
owner owns to shoot an animal when they are use to humans. Terrible and should be illegal. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joan Reynolds
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ellenperkins65@gmail.com>

From: <ellenperkins65@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. You are driving our wildlife
into extinction. Your lust for blood letting is very disturbing. A group of serial killers who even
involve their children. No wonder we see so much violence in our world today. Stop killing
innocent animals to quench your lust for blood and killing. Human serial killing and abuse first
starts with killing animals. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ellen Perkins
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<maggiejoi123@gmail.com>

From: <maggiejoi123@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. can you please stop
encouraging trophy hunting it is a barbaric practice that needs to be stopped asap It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, diana joyce
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<fuzzi@esch.lu>

From: <fuzzi@esch.lu>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christina Klein



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<natalie.klotzer@gmail.com>

From: <natalie.klotzer@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:41:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Natalie Klotzer
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<amethyst@chartermi.net>

From: <amethyst@chartermi.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gail Johnson
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<book.free.hi@outlook.com>

From: <book.free.hi@outlook.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alexa Hilaire
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jean.pilling@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <jean.pilling@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The last thing we need in
this world is the promotion of international trophy hunting! This horrendous aciivity should be
stopped not encouraged! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jean Pilling
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kpungartnik@hotmail.com>

From: <Kpungartnik@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting is not a sport. It is
no longer a necessity of life either. We have access to an international market where non-
animal based foods can be purchased at affordable prices. The need to kill animals is long
behind us. If you are truly concerned about population control, let the animal kingdom balance
itself out without further human interference. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Karl
Pungartnik
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Dm110104@gmail.com>

From: <Dm110104@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Miranda Vorhees
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sun5010@hotmail.com>

From: <sun5010@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please BAN all trophy
hunting in USA and in the rest of the world!!! Safe all animal species!! It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Henk Hollebeek
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Eknoxeknox@gmail.com>

From: <Eknoxeknox@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elizabeth Knox
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<petergabby@hotmail.com>

From: <petergabby@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gabby Peterson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<richardneal40@hotmail.com>

From: <richardneal40@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We dont own the right to
kill them only nature has that right. We should shoot nothing but pictures and leave nothe but
footprints and take away nothing but memories. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Richard Neal
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<herbalamba2@gmail.com>

From: <herbalamba2@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing animals for pleasure
is beastly and inhumane. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Amba Zeller
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<greatsharad@hotmail.com>

From: <greatsharad@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Dear Check Schumer. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely Sharad Tiwari It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable



nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sharad Tiwari
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cj49@earthlink.net>

From: <cj49@earthlink.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is a
tragedy for already endangered wildlife. .. killing off the best animals weakens those left and
soon they will be gone. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Connie Nelson
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<limoncello.tao@gmail.com>

From: <limoncello.tao@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, PAM BONAVENTURA
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<suzimorse@centurylink.net>

From: <suzimorse@centurylink.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The plan of the USFWS to
secure licenses for US citizens to hunt wildlife and endangered species is immoral and
disturbing. This in no way adds to conservation of a species. It decimates it. These animals
belong to the world not to be hanging in some rich person's home. We need to save our
beautiful and iconic wildlife for future generations. This move by the USFWS is sickening and
evil . Wildlife matters and needs protections not extinction !!! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Morse
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<vivgraves@gmail.com>

From: <vivgraves@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 11:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is cruel,
barbaric. Totally unnecessary. Cowards do this because their ego and self esteem is so low,
they have to kill. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Vivienne
Graves
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<littonb@telus.net>

From: <littonb@telus.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please help to ban Trophy
Hunting It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barbara Litton
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<Mo5150@cox.net>

From: <Mo5150@cox.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:51:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not within the USFSW
to be involved in International hunting. This is not what I pay the employees to be involved in.
We have enough issues here in the States for employees to focus on. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Monica Stella

<Mo5150@cox.net>

From: <Mo5150@cox.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. My tax dollars pay USFSW
employees. They have a difinitive job description. This does not include anything on an
International scale. You are wasting tax dollars and not addressing the concerns here in the
States. The Wild Salmon are dying off because of antiquated dams. This is directly effecting the
Southern Resident Orca population. Focus on your job descriptions and not the special interests
of Ryan Zinke. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Monica Stella
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<hmwc88@hotmail.com>

From: <hmwc88@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I and my husband and
immediate family (parents, brothers, and their children) love to camp in the wilderness, because
it gives us a retreat from the city and because of the wildlife we have the opportunity to see. As
a graduate of Suffolk University Law School, I spent half a semester clerking for the U.S.
Humane Society, researching, among other things, how American citizens can illegally import
endangered species "trophies" despite our wildlife-saving Endangered Species Act and Marine
Mammal Protection Act. Creating an agency such as that proposed here would undermine
these protections. It would undermine our ability to view wildlife in its natural state, because it
would allow a trophy-hunting Council to argue for trophy hunting to the agencies directly
responsible for protecting the lives, habitats, and breeding and nursing grounds of our
endangered species, as well as the endangered species who travel across our national borders.
Except for humans, no other living thing respects or recognizes our borders (understandably).
So, to preserve our natural resources, we have created laws like the ESA, the MMPA and the
Lacey Act to ensure that despite our international borders, species can survive where they
already are. Trophy hunters have and do fly in the face of these respectful laws, which were
enacted by the people of the United States and are still supported overwhelmingly by them. Let
me repeat: the people of the United States, our CITIZENS, have and still do
OVERWHELMINGLY support these strict environmental protections. A Council such as you
propose would undermine that democratic voice, and allow for a small, unpopular but special
interest voice to change and overrule these popular laws. In other words, the average citizen,
like my family and I, who love to view nature in its pristine state, without the harm of trophy
hunters taking down the best and most viable species representatives. That's what trophy
hunters do. Unlike natural predators, who winnow out the weak, old, and diseased, creating a
stronger herd of prey for future generations, human trophy hunters take down the strong, the
successful, and those most likely to create a strong species. Trophy hunters are selfish and self-
destructive to their heirs in this way. Please do not create a Council that would influence the
USFWS to LISTEN to such a selfish, backwards-minded group. It would be, ultimately, self-
destructive for the USFWS, too. Please remember that Trump, while President, did not receive
the popular American vote. Most of America, still today, and possibly more so today, do not
support him or his agenda. So to allow a Council that would have the ear of the USFWS and
influence the USFWS towards Trump's agenda would be a failure of our government to
represent the majority of the American people. Please do not allow it. Thank you. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting



accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Heidi Weber
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<meagan.fastuca@gmail.com>

From: <meagan.fastuca@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:51:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Meagan Fastuca
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<lindybon59@gmail.com>

From: <lindybon59@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I truly cannot understand
why humans feel they have this omnipotent power to decide which species live or die,where
they will live or die and how they will live or die! Other species were not put on earth for human
amusement, entertainment, trophies or "sport" hunting, experiments for products only we use, or
human vanity! Our arrogance diminishes the entire planet! Trying to disguise this as
"conservation" or public welfare is just evil and cowardly! This planet does not belong to the
"human" animals and we have no right to decide the fate of the other living beings that exist on
it! It's human over-population that is the problem as we have driven so many other species to
extinction! Face it; we humans are villains on earth! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Bonicelli
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<bkdoghouse@gmail.com>

From: <bkdoghouse@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:41:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Kelberlau
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<sstauring@gmail.com>

From: <sstauring@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:36:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. STOP trophy hunting now.
Why should an animal pay with its life so someone can hang it's head on their wall?! Nothing but
a waste of life. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Shelly Stauring
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<penny.trent@icloud.com>

From: <penny.trent@icloud.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:36:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. BAN ALL TROPHY
HUNTING... It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Penny Trent
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<m_mora@orange.fr>

From: <m_mora@orange.fr>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:36:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It's not acceptable that you
should allow this killing. Wildlife is to be kept for our kids future. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marie-Jose Mora
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<julia.keating2@gmail.com>

From: <julia.keating2@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:26:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julia Keating
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<bgbdbruin8@gmail.com>

From: <bgbdbruin8@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:26:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please halt the creation of
this Council. There is more than enough canned slaughter in the world; we certainly do not need
to make it easier. Stop the annihilation through trophy hunting. Stop the illegal trade of wildlife.
This Council is not being set-up to do that. Please stop. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christy Ponticelli
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<alexis.font@gmail.com>

From: <alexis.font@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alex Font
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Nicolas.font89@gmail.com>

From: <Nicolas.font89@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:16:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nico Font
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<melanew@cox.net>

From: <melanew@cox.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 10:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maryann LaNew
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<julie.massa85@gmai.com>

From: <julie.massa85@gmai.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:56:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please let me know, in
detail, how killing endangered animals will help their survival. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julie Massa
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<eileenchongfreedom@gmail.com>

From: <eileenchongfreedom@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eileen Chong
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<mags1_47@hotmail.com>

From: <mags1_47@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't allow trophy
hunting it's cruel, inhuman and barbaric It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Margaret Gibson
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<tjp1069@hotmail.com>

From: <tjp1069@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Thomas Pintagro
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<Debbie-stevenson@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <Debbie-stevenson@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I cannot understand the
mentality of killing animals for trophy's! All wildlife should be seen alive and preferably in its own
environment ! How can this be conservation! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Debbie Stevenson
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<kaymac@hotmail.com>

From: <kaymac@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop glorifying
trophy hunting at the expense of animals. The USA needs to be pro active in conservation, not
killing. Do not allow the murdered animals to be treated as a commodity as most of them are
now on the endangered species list. USA has so many other more important things to deal with
then even acknowledging that this is important, it is not, it is killing, murdering and animal cruelty
and must be stopped called a sport. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kay Mac



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<babzline@att.net>

From: <babzline@att.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing wildlife for the
"pleasure" of sticking a head on a wall is not at all considerate of the family of that animal, it's
importance to the landscape and to it's herd, it's children, how would you like it if someone came
along and enjoyed sticking the heads of your children up on their wall? It can come to that if you
don't stop this mean and insensitive act of shooting an animal for some kind of ego gratification.
It's revolting and cowardly. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Babette Lewis
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<farrcg3@att.net>

From: <farrcg3@att.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop the killing.....We must
let the free be free without the fear of decorating someone's wall!!!!.....Wildlife is our greatest
asset and treasure....preserve it, don't destroy it! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Noreen Farrell
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<spfalls@hotmail.com>

From: <spfalls@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sheila Falls
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<Laurusgd@hotmail.com>

From: <Laurusgd@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laura García
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<joecol707@gmail.com>

From: <joecol707@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Dear U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service That fact that you have made an announcement yesterday that you plan to form an
advisory panel specifically dedicated to promoting international trophy hunting opportunities for
US citizens is beyond appalling. What the hell are you thinking? You should be doing everything
in your power to PROTECT wildlife, NOT harm and kill them. Isn't protecting them and helping
to preserve the beauty and wonders of the natural world the very reason for the existance of
your dept.? Wildlife across the globe are facing their worst, toughest times right now, thanks to
human pollution, hunting, developement, (etc..). We, human beings, need to be doing
everything we can to protect and preserve the natural world, not hunting them. Please, abandon
this terrible idea. Sincerely, Joseph Collins It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Joseph Collins
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<rperry1112@gmail.com>

From: <rperry1112@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. In many of its decisions
and actions the USFWS seems to be at war with wildlife instead of protecting it. Trophy hunting
decimates endangered species. The supposed "conservation" benefits are a smoke screen to
justify a rich man's pastime. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Robin Perry
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<niina.anttinen@gmail.com>

From: <niina.anttinen@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 09:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Are you complaetly lost
your mind? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Niina Anttineb
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<Shirbismut5@gmail.com>

From: <Shirbismut5@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned
about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US
Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this
council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to
foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Shir.b. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US



citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Shir B
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jensenpunahou@gmail.com>

From: <Jensenpunahou@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please. Please, please
don't encourage trophy hunting. I'm no vegan, but I can tell you that they are not trying to make
the whole world vegan... that's the dream but for now it is intangible. They just want what's
morally just for the animals that we're here first yet cannot defend themselves against our
modern weaponry. Animals are only beautiful when they have life within them. Trophy hunting
takes beauty from this earth. When it gets down to it, what could possibly be good about trophy
hunting? Now, seasonal deer hunting? Sure! There's a huge problem with deer populations. But
these animals are dwindling and soon, they will be no more. There will be nobody to rightfully
blame except you. Please discourage trophy hunting. Please. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jensen Payne
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<marcirobinson@gmail.com>

From: <marcirobinson@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, marci robinson
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<walktruman32@gmail.com>

From: <walktruman32@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. i want help It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, b f
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<FenAnnie@aol.co>

From: <FenAnnie@aol.co>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Charlene Cooper
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<Sarasymonspolk@gmail.com>

From: <Sarasymonspolk@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sara Polk
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<Vzvonkrause@gmail.com>

From: <Vzvonkrause@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Violé von Krause
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<Clare2101@hotmail.com>

From: <Clare2101@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Clare Wilder
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<sandral_1of9@hotmail.com>

From: <sandral_1of9@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sandra Faucher
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<robpuca@gmail.com>

From: <robpuca@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a
sustainable or ethical form of preserving biodiversity. Besides the fact that trophy hunting
demeans the inherent worth of the animals, typically very little of the hunters' money goes to
local communities and charismatic wildlife is worth more alive as a tourist attraction.
Furthermore, picking off the strongest members of a population--often the trophy hunters'
targets--can have devastating ripple effects. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Robert Puca
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<Nearchlresearch@gmail.com>

From: <Nearchlresearch@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
trophy hunting. It is senseless killing, done to gratify the human ego. We need less trophy
hunting, not more. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, J S Hull



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<laotzu61@hotmail.com>

From: <laotzu61@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. animals are not "trophy's"
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, gary obselka
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pickles831@comcast.net>

From: <pickles831@comcast.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is cruel and
inhumane.....it is not necessary and needs to stop.......bad example for other countries It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Corinne White
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Hln323@hotmail.com>

From: <Hln323@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Josh Wilson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<H.bell.nelson@gmail.com>

From: <H.bell.nelson@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are not here for
our entertainment. Senseless killing for sport is wrong. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bella Nelson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lindamandala@gmail.com>

From: <lindamandala@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE....do not
encourage trophy hunting in any way...it should be completely BANNED at this time as we are
in a crisis of losing all our willdlife as it is. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Linda Mandala
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<aleveton@bellsouth.net>

From: <aleveton@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. DO NOT encourage
"trophy hunting" in any way that makes use of MY tax dollars. Read this reason for banning, not
encouraging, trophy hunting: "https://news.nationalgeographic.Com/2015/11/151715-
conservation-trophy-hunting-elephants-tusks-poaching-zimbabwe-namibia/". Those who benefit
from hunting endangered animals have set forth an unbelievable and shocking rhetoric,
summarized as: "trophy hunting helps endangered animals" .....it does not...! Do not be taken in.
See also: "http://www.onegreenplanet.Org/animalsandnature/5-reasons-trophy-hunting-is-not-
conservation/" and: "http://www.humanesociety.Org/issues/trophy_hunting/?
referrer=https://search.yahoo.com/". Please take the words of these animal experts to heart and
do nothing to encourage trophy hunting. Sincerely, Mr and Mrs Alan Leveton 1972 Woodlake
Drive Fleming Island, Fl 32003 It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Alan Leveton
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Stevemblack@virginmedia.com>

From: <Stevemblack@virginmedia.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Steve Black
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<thaliav1@roadrunner.com>

From: <thaliav1@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. STOP THIS SENSELESS
KILLING!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Thalia
Ventouris
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jillmulato@cox.net>

From: <jillmulato@cox.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jill Mulato
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lilianacastillo.sv@gmail.com>

From: <Lilianacastillo.sv@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. whitish barbaric cruel act
that must stop whether there's money or power. Animals do not belong to you or have a price
tag. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lili Castillo
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Shauna@love2.ca>

From: <Shauna@love2.ca>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shauna Sky
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<stephanie.villasenor@gmail.com>

From: <stephanie.villasenor@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, stephanie villasenor
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bga16@comcast.net>

From: <bga16@comcast.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gina Arens
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lauramaepro@gmail.com>

From: <lauramaepro@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laura Prohaska
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dawnkirch1031@gmail.com>

From: <dawnkirch1031@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 08:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No brainer, trophy hunting
is just evil & murder. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dawn Kirch
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<caseyterminello@gmail.com>

From: <caseyterminello@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I see no reason the
government should even be involved in promoting such a cruel "sport". It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Casey Terminello



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Tina@psihii.com>

From: <Tina@psihii.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is a
severely dated practice that should NOT be encouraged by the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service. Many of these countries do not have enforced wildlife regulations of their own, and
openly defy the efforts of local authorities, communities and organizations who strive to protect
and conserve their wildlife and natural resources. Using techniques such as baiting and not
accounting for mating seasons or conservation numbers, these "hunting guides" are merely
trying to make a living by bowing down to these rich American tourists. They care not for
conservation. And what about CITES AND WAPRITA regulations for imports? Does the USFWS
plan on making exceptions for these elite groups? Do not support trophy hunting! It's not 1955.
Move forward and be an example for conservation. Allowing these hunters to travel and take
advantage of foreign communities and governments is not right. It shouldn't be a matter of
"everything has a price". It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tina Romaneh
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<MarkovicJohn@hotmail.com>

From: <MarkovicJohn@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, John Markovic
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<Jubalhorse555@gmail.com>

From: <Jubalhorse555@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:36:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting is not
conservation. The hunters just want to kill wildlife when the wildlife has every right to be on this
planet. There is natural balance if man would leave well enough alone. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judith Lamb
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<Susanna.green62@gmail.com>

From: <Susanna.green62@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:36:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is certainly the most
appalling and disgraceful act of willful desecration of wild life I've heard...people are risking their
lives to try and preserve the ever shrinking wild life for future generations and the U.S.A. The
bastion of 'democracy ' in the world Is planning such a scheme for rich morons to put trophies
on there walls...oh,please...unthinkable. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Susanna Green
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<jensinger_4@hotmail.com>

From: <jensinger_4@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:36:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why do you guys think it is
fair to do whatever you want all over the world? You guys truly are animal murders!!!!!!
HYPOCRITES is what you are! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jennifer Singer
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<michellekehm@gmail.com>

From: <michellekehm@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:21:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michelle Kehm
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<rhonda.hartley.banks@gmail.com>

From: <rhonda.hartley.banks@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:21:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. BAN TROPHY HUNTING
PERIOD!!! GOD DOES NOT NEED FOR YOU TO KILL HIS ANIMALS!! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rhonda Banks
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<mike51@optonliine.net>

From: <mike51@optonliine.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:16:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is nothing less than
slaughter of beautiful animals to satisfy the bloodlust of the wealthy It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michael Tekel
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<Rvaldes08@gmail.com>

From: <Rvaldes08@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:16:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Dear Joshua Winchell, I
am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation
Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose.
The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US
citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an
effective nor an ethical method of conservation. For instance, other countries like Costa Rica
take care if their natural habitat and they take great pride in conserving all types of living
species. They learn about their habitat and the people enjoy telling what they know about their
animals and plants. They respect the earth by protecting it, I know because I visited Costa Rica.
I would not want to visit and support a country where trophy hunting is supported, all living
creatures are here to enjoy their beauty and learn from them. I encourage you to please stop
the killing, the hunting and enjoy the beauty of life. Live in the moment and expect that every
moment is a miracle. Money is not the solution to all problems, killing is not the solution to the
problems. There are all ways to solve them without violence. I would pray that the heart of
others only demonstrates compassion, love and caring because violence will never be the
answer. Sincerely, Ruth Valdes It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ruth Valdes
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<2010meadow@gmail.com>

From: <2010meadow@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:16:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Humans have messed up
the environment enough, please if you're not going to help it, at least don't make it worse. I've
traveled to Africa and seen for myself on safaris the effects poaching had had on the wildlife
population, it's horrible. I know trophy hunting may be different, but why not breed those animals
and release them into the wild to help return life to as it was before humans killed a majority of
the animals rather than raise them to be killed. You have the choice of helping or hurting,
obviously people are watching, what do you want to known for? Sincerely, Jarrod vonkchalee It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jarrod Vonkchalee
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<Ruthieh62@gmail.com>

From: <Ruthieh62@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ruth Hussey
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<suecooneyinmaine@gmail.com>

From: <suecooneyinmaine@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Cooney
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<ruralsub@earthlink.net>

From: <ruralsub@earthlink.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 07:06:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kyle Ullman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ruppeljr@msn.com>

From: <ruppeljr@msn.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not
humane. It is not conservation. It is not necessary. These animals have a greater purpose for
living than for trophy hunting. Killing an animal for sport is If trophy hunters need something to
do they can serve the greater good by volunteering in their local community. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Julia Ruppel
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jeand101@gmail.com>

From: <jeand101@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jean Diamond
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<astridkeup@mac.com>

From: <astridkeup@mac.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Astrid Keup
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<carolyn@peachorchid.net>

From: <carolyn@peachorchid.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:51:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. How can you promote
trophy hunting when more and more of the world's wildlife is in danger of extinction? We must
do everything we can to preserve all of the species on Earth because they balance each other
out. It is humans that continue to disrupt the balance of nature. You must not let this plan for
trophy hunting go forward. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carolyn Barker
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Schamp862@gmail.com>

From: <Schamp862@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:46:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why do some humans
think they have the right to kill everything? They don't. Trophy hunting is WRONG! Put a stop to
it before more innocent animal species are whipped off this planet forever. What kind of a world
are we leaving? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sheryl
Champagne



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mary@counterpoint-retail.com>

From: <mary@counterpoint-retail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:36:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Naismith
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<geoHorsePeggy@gmail.com>

From: <geoHorsePeggy@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:26:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. trophy hunting of hunters
would be more appropriate It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, peggy conroy
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Mariana.buenosaires@hotmail.com>

From: <Mariana.buenosaires@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:21:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mariana Borelli
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pchigh@twcny.rr.com>

From: <pchigh@twcny.rr.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:21:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We need to preserve all
animals for future generations. Trophy hunting is a sick "sport" that reduces the populations of
already endangered species. Animals deserve to live out their lives IN THE WILD without
interference by humans. Trophy hunting also is the first step of many sick individuals that go on
to torture animals and even humans. Besides trophy hunters, the other group that keeps
trophies of their victims is serial killers. The majority of Americans oppose trophy hunting, it is a
sick sport for the rich only. Ban all trophy hunting now. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Peg Coogan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mmilligan2@cox.net>

From: <mmilligan2@cox.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:16:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michelle Milligan



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Oacep@att.net>

From: <Oacep@att.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:16:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why? I urge FW not to
participate in such sordid behavior It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Don Hughes
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Barrygreenhill@comcast.net>

From: <Barrygreenhill@comcast.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:16:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barry GREENHILL
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<mpeteinaraki978@gmail.com>

From: <mpeteinaraki978@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:11:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, maria peteinaraki
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<cacciapalle@prophetconsulting.net>

From: <cacciapalle@prophetconsulting.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:06:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joseph Cacciapalle
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nicollejoy@comcast.net>

From: <nicollejoy@comcast.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:06:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicolle Wilfenger
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Dianevanussel@gmail.com>

From: <Dianevanussel@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 06:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane Van Ussel
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mireille.dumont@gmail.com>

From: <mireille.dumont@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 05:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I'm very concerned about
the new plans to establish that International Wildlife Conservation Council . Trophy hunting has
no positive effect for the conservation, it's allowing rich hunters to murder wilde life for their
pleasure. This is unethical in anyway. Please I urge you to reconsider those plans. Sincerely,
M.P.Dumont It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mireille
Dumont
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<vmeans1951@gmail.com>

From: <vmeans1951@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 05:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy Hunting has NO
place in a civilized society. It is a disgrace to humanity, an embarrassment to the vast majority
of people everywhere and a plague to our precious wildlife. It is our job to protect wildlife, not kill
them so that they can hang on someone's wall. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Valerie Means
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<valjvan@icloud.com>

From: <valjvan@icloud.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 05:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is a
primitive and barbaric ritual with one single aim, which is to boost the already inflated ego of
cruel and shallow-minded individuals. Please ban the abominable exploitation of wildlife and the
setting of disgusting examples which could encourage extiction of precious species. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Val Jackson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<allan911@telkomsa.net>

From: <allan911@telkomsa.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 05:01:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Alive an animal can earn
revenue, create jobs and stand as an icon in all environmental fields. As a trophy, it is a once-off
event. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Allan Booyjzsen
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<jossg08@hotmail.com>

From: <jossg08@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 04:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, joss gallagher
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<zubani.m@gmail.com>

From: <zubani.m@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 04:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. respect animal, please ! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, marilena zubani
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<vinceofdarkness@hotmail.com>

From: <vinceofdarkness@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 04:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Vince Mendieta



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kanemillar@mail.com>

From: <kanemillar@mail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 04:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. How is humanity ever
going to know peace when we kill for fun? If this is not outlawed, we will continue to raise
generation after generation of people who think killing is ok. Such a mindset cannot possibly live
in harmony with others - the first sign on conflict will result in murder, which is not far off the
USA today. For once in a lifetime, please pass a law that actually makes sense. Get rid of this
horror once and for all. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, kane millar
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<marie-annetphillips@hotmail.com>

From: <marie-annetphillips@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 04:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Not a good idea to go
ahead with establishing this council to encourage trophy hunting. Non of us want to see animals
in the wild being murdered for a take home trophy to be hung on the wall of some rich
thoughtless hunter, it's not attractive at all. We all know better now. We're not living in the 20's,
30's, 40's, 50's, 60's and 70's anymore, it's over. Please listen to what we are saying to you all.
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marie-Anne Phillips
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<diana_higgins@hotmail.com>

From: <diana_higgins@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 04:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I implore you to be
compassionate and not support the murdering of wildlife. This is part of the plummeting
numbers of countless wild species already under stress from humans encroachment on their
territories. They must be actively protected not murdered. Do not be part of the massacres. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Diana Higgins
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<cspaanenburg@gmail.com>

From: <cspaanenburg@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 03:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chris Spaanenburg
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<rubiconnay@gmail.com>

From: <rubiconnay@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 03:46:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. LEAVE THE ANIMALS
ALONE! RENEE CARIGLIA It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Renee Cariglia
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<Yvonneallen@bellsouth.net>

From: <Yvonneallen@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 03:41:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Yvonne Allen
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<ganser966@outlook.it>

From: <ganser966@outlook.it>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 03:36:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sergio Gandolfo
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<Utsav654@gmail.com>

From: <Utsav654@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 03:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Utsav Nayak
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<Cchanx7@gmail.com>

From: <Cchanx7@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 03:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a
sustainable or ethical form of preserving biodiversity. Please, do not advocate for trophy
hunting! We are losing incredible and beautiful animals on all fronts! Don't have a hand in
making creatures so beautiful and complex become extinct! If we could live our lives without
harming others, why not do it? All animals in the world deserve their right to life just like
humans. Please, they need our help now more than ever. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chandara Chan
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<arabellehurlstone@gmail.com>

From: <arabellehurlstone@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 03:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please promote
photographic tourism rather than trophy hunting, there is more money in photographic safaris
long term. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Arabelle
Hurlstone
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<maggiejoi123@gmail.com>

From: <maggiejoi123@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 03:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. please stop encouraging
trophy hunting its a barbaric practice that has no place in modern society It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, diana joyce



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<WendyJunonia477@gmail.com>

From: <WendyJunonia477@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 03:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop promoting
Wildlife crimes, it is and should be a huge crime to kill them, stealing our precious resources, ie
Wildlife, it is universally loved by just about everyone and we are saddened every time an
animals is executed just because . . . Wildlife evolved before Humans and Wildlife lives with us
and this is the way we like it! Wildlife is our recreation and a huge hobby and seeing them
slaughtered by gun toting haters, poachers & so called Trophy Hunting is a terrible injustice for
the Animals! If Animals could speak, mankind would weep! Leave OUR Wildlife in peace, they
want to live and need to live! Wildlife evolved here and has a natural right to live in peace and
safety! Wildlife belongs to us all, not simply a few entitled people! Promoting death, of anyone or
anything, is unacceptable! Corruption is also a factor, we all know the game here and the tricks!
Be sure about this! We the huge majority know what is going on, in Government, all of the time!
We have sources whom help! This World is not a democracy any longer due to recent changes,
but times eventually change! Be careful how you ignore the electorate and surpress the People!
We know everything! Everything! Mrs W King! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Wendy King
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Megan.gardner@bigpond.com>

From: <Megan.gardner@bigpond.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 03:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Are you people for real?
Am astounded that this atrocity is even being considered. The next generation can be heard: '
WHY DIDNT ANYBODY DO ANYTHING?' What a selfish twisted attitude your organisation has.
Hunting is murder and all living beings deserve their life. They don't deserve to be mercilessly
hunted so a psycho can have a selfie with a carcass. Shame on you America ???????????? It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Megan Gardner
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<Bajpai271992ashi@gmail.com>

From: <Bajpai271992ashi@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 02:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this. This is
cruel and inhuman. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ashi Bajpai
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<Armakaan@gmail.com>

From: <Armakaan@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 02:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The other day I saw a post
on Instagram of a very brave hunter shooting a sleeping lion. I could not believe what I saw! I
abhor this and any kind of hunting for pleasure. It really must stop! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cat Nestis
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<dana_macavei@hotmail.com>

From: <dana_macavei@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 02:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dana Nestian
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<Ntinavarou@gmail.com>

From: <Ntinavarou@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 02:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. They feel pain and fear as
we do It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ntina Varou
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<gvolkers1@home.nl>

From: <gvolkers1@home.nl>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 02:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gusta Volkers
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sonjad2010@live.com>

From: <sonjad2010@live.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 01:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, sonja dimovska
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lee.bygrave@sky.com>

From: <lee.bygrave@sky.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 01:06:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lee Bygrave
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tokopanda@hotmail.com>

From: <tokopanda@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 01:06:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop the useless killing
before all animals are gone. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, erik lievens
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<brilen@gmail.com>

From: <brilen@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 01:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No one is fooled by the
claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to
justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare
species. America is blighted by killings, do you not yet realise only psychopath's enjoy killing
and you want to encourage it in a way that will unbalance nature and target the biggest and
healthiest animals? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brian Lentz
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<Izymae17@gmail.com>

From: <Izymae17@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 00:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do whatever you
can to stop this It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Izabelle Scott
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ecoutsoulis@gmail.com>

From: <ecoutsoulis@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 00:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Emile Coutsoulis
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<gisela.lenski@t-online.de>

From: <gisela.lenski@t-online.de>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 00:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gisela Lenski
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lona.holm@notableweb.com>

From: <lona.holm@notableweb.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 00:41:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lona Holm
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cafw@yandex.com>

From: <cafw@yandex.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 00:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop this monstrosity.
These people are killing innocents for entertainment. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Celeste Watt



Conversation Contents
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<Mfballeste@gmail.com>

From: <Mfballeste@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 00:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marta Ballesté
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<Vickyhspivak@gmail.com>

From: <Vickyhspivak@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 00:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Virginia Spivak
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Steve@stevescott.net>

From: <Steve@stevescott.net>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 00:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. SHAME ON YOU... ALL of
you, for even considering such a DESPICABLE thing!! Stuff like this makes me ashamed to be
an American! :( It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Steve Scott



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bpennel3@gmail.com>

From: <bpennel3@gmail.com>
Sent: Sun Nov 12 2017 00:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. ban hunting It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brent Pennell
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<helenidourou@hotmail.com>

From: <helenidourou@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eleni Dourou
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<bettyboop82724@gmail.com>

From: <bettyboop82724@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Soon, there will be no
more wild animals. This is a tragedy to the world! In order for the world to remain in balance, the
animals need to stay, in the wild as they always have been. There is no such thing as thinning
the herd to make room for more. Some of the majestic animals are pregnant for over a year.
They do not reproduce as fast as they need to, for the world to be balanced. Man was not put
here on this wondrous world to destroy all that is good for the land. These animals are here for a
reason and it is not to entertain humans. Especially the greedy ones from my own country, the
USA. I am ashamed of all the US trophy hunters. There are better things they could be doing
with their money. It's not even a fair hunt. The animals they hunt, don't even know they're being
hunted to die ... they don't know how to fend for themselves against mankind. Lions, giraffes,
elephants, rhinos, and the list goes on ... this must stop! Or nature itself will stop. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, L. Mouacdie
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<Donvanyon@icloud.com>

From: <Donvanyon@icloud.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Donna Xxx
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<Motoalchemy@gmail.com>

From: <Motoalchemy@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop the barbaric
practice of hunting. There is not enough wildlife left. Just stop!!! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tyler Hammond
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<Saba58@sky.com>

From: <Saba58@sky.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is purely &
simply about money , the NRA and selfish, egotistical attention seekers. You know perfectly well
that at most 3% of the money actually gets to the local community. Hunting is based on lies,
also, YOU DO NOT HAVE THE RIGHT TO KILL ENDANGERED ANIMALS, THEY BELONG
TO THE FUTURE GENERATIONS, NOT YOU. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
SHIRLEY AUSTIN
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<hj.caddick@gmail.com>

From: <hj.caddick@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:36:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This kind of "Animal
Conservation " should be stopped immediately it is nothing short of cruel and short sighted
behaviour by people who have no idea about Animal Welfare and Conservation . Do you see
the Rangers in African Parks running around shooting healthy Animals? No you don't .The
trouble is these perpetrators are very limited mentally and have no idea of the far reaching
consequences of their actions. They have a similar behaviour pattern to young children running
loose with a toy gun pretending to shoot everything . These Men and Women grow up but their
brains haven't matured and the swop their toy guns for real ones . If it was a normal way to
behave then why aren't we all being Trophy Hunters ? Luckily we arent all brain dead . It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Helen Caddick
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<tiziana60@icloud.com>

From: <tiziana60@icloud.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:31:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop trophy hunt!!!
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, tiziana bagarotto
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<katherineanne@cox.net>

From: <katherineanne@cox.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:31:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. trophy hunting is
dangerous and immoral, we sacrifice lives for the sake of inflating man's over-enlarged ego. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Katherine Eason
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<ericadahlberg79@outlook.com>

From: <ericadahlberg79@outlook.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:31:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is so wrong! So many
animals that are being hunted are endangered species and need to be protected! Claims say
that the money received from these kills goes to the nearby people who could really use it,
however, these statements couldn't be further from the truth. It is time to make these acts illegal
and protect these animals from people who are ruining what makes this world so great! Please
end this now! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Erica Dahlberg
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<paulschrade1928@gmail.com>

From: <paulschrade1928@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:21:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. CURTAIL OR
COMPLETELY END AND ENFORCE ALL FORMS OF HUNTING THAT CONTRIBUTE TO
THE EXTINCTION OF ANIMALS AND UPSET THE BALANCE OF NATURAL LIFE !!! It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, paul Schrade
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<Eliran_so@hotmail.com>

From: <Eliran_so@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:16:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Are you serious? What is
wtong with you???? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Eliran Sde or
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<hari.00@hotmail.com>

From: <hari.00@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 22:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, hariana dias

<hari.00@hotmail.com>

From: <hari.00@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 22:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Nothing should justify the



hunting of animals should not be given commercial value to your life or their death bring an
economic benefit laws to presevar the life of the species must be met teniedo aware that
animals have rights to life and freedom as well as any living being It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, hariana dias

<hari.00@hotmail.com>

From: <hari.00@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 22:56:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hariana Dias It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, hariana dias



<hari.00@hotmail.com>

From: <hari.00@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 23:01:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, hariana dias



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<caroline.r.oliveira@gmail.com>

From: <caroline.r.oliveira@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 22:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Caroline Oliveira



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<doctorjonny1@gmail.com>

From: <doctorjonny1@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 22:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jonathan Hartman



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joyce Fuller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joyce Fuller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned
about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council." This is NOT
conservation, but an excuse for hunters to trophy hunt under the guise of conservation. I urge
the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of
this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to
foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. Please show some respect. We are already killing off species
and we do not need hunters being able to trophy hunt outside of our country and bring their
"trophies" home. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Thank you for your time.
Joyce Fuller It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of



these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joyce Fuller

Gina Hernandez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gina Hernandez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:56:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gina Hernandez

Shabnum Bagirathi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Shabnum Bagirathi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It's bad enough that the
majority of trophy hunters are Americans , and these hunt and kill American wildlife. However ,
Americans should not get to decide on the fate of Exotic wildlife , African wildlife in particular.
Many of these animals are fast approaching extinction and desperately need protection from
poachers, 'sport ' hunters and loss of habitat. Do the right thing. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shabnum Bagirathi

Stephanie Otoole <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Stephanie Otoole <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.



Sincerely, Stephanie Otoole

sandy wagner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: sandy wagner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:11:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, sandy wagner

Brooke Hohn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Brooke Hohn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:11:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the



largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brooke Hohn

Sandra Couch <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sandra Couch <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:11:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sandra Couch

Sue Kelso-Haines <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sue Kelso-Haines <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:16:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I vehemently oppose the
idea of promoting trophy hunting of U.S. wildlife as a "conservation" strategy. This is a sickening
policy proposal because this encourages culling of the fittest animals that keep the species
strong - wreaking havoc on the health and fitness of wildlife populations. In addition, this
demeans these animals' worth to nothing more than a "trophy" mounted on the wall. And, little of
this money would find its way to local communities or conservation. This trophy hunting is not to
be confused in any form with the ethical hunting of animals for their meat. This type of panel
should have no power in advising and/or deciding policy for the Fish and Wildlife Service! In
recent years wildlife conservationists have worked diligently to stem the sale of wildlife products
that are racing species toward extinction. NO WAY SHOULD TROPHY HUNTING OF U.S.
WILDLIFE SPECIES BE ENCOURAGED! What a travesty of ethical wildlife management!
Ecotourism is the way to raise conservation funds. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sue Kelso-Haines

Andrea Ball <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Andrea Ball <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:26:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Come on America - do the
right thing! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal



trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Andrea Ball

Lynn Killam <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lynn Killam <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:26:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynn Killam

William Schultz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: William Schultz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:26:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, William Schultz

Deborah Fobes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Deborah Fobes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Fobes



Cindy Walker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cindy Walker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. To USFWS The notion of
creating an advisory council to promote trophy hunting in the US is shameful and outrageous.
Your announcement underscores Secretary Zinke's desire to prioritize the demands of wildlife
exploiters above the desires of the majority of Americans who favor effective conservation
policy. Trophy hunting is not a sustainable or ethical form of preserving biodiversity. Besides the
fact that trophy hunting demeans the inherent worth of the animals, typically very little of the
hunters' money goes to local communities and charismatic wildlife is worth more alive as a
tourist attraction. Furthermore, picking off the strongest members of a population--often the
trophy hunters' targets--can have devastating ripple effect. I strongly urge you to abandon this
outrageous plan to create such a board. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Cindy Walker

Gina Obrien <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gina Obrien <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gina Obrien

Loritta Braden <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Loritta Braden <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Loritta Braden

Rosemary Kopetzky <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Rosemary Kopetzky <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rosemary Kopetzky

Lynn Killam <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lynn Killam <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:26:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynn Killam

Joseph Jordan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joseph Jordan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joseph Jordan

Fiona Ward <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Fiona Ward <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Fiona Ward

"Klára Kulcsárová" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: "Klára Kulcsárová" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Klára Kulcsárová

Barbara Adkins <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Barbara Adkins <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Adkins

Marlene Chomsky <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marlene Chomsky <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please rethink this atrocity!
Trophy hunting is a sport for cruel, spoiled fools. Where has our compassion gone? The
majority of Americans are better than this. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one



is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Marlene Chomsky

jeanette capotorto <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: jeanette capotorto <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, jeanette capotorto

Alisha Nickols <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alisha Nickols <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alisha Nickols

Tawny Hargrave <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tawny Hargrave <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is a disastrous step;
in the absolute wrong direction. Please do not promote this kind of behaviour as anything but
TERRIBLE. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tawny
Hargrave




